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Advocates for the Oppressed: Indians,
Genizaros and their Spanish Advocates
in New Mexico, 1700-1786
MALCOLM EBRIGHT

Protection of the rights of indigenous people and the less powerful members of society has been a recurring theme in Spanish jurisprudence
since the time of fray Bartolome de Las Casas, the most famous advocate for the oppressed. Ever since the famous debate between Las Casas
and Juan Gines de Sepulveda ovef whether the Indians of the Americas
possessed souls and whether the conquest was legally justified-two
opposing views that have affected litigation between Spaniards and Indians, or other oppressed minorities. Sepulveda's view supported the
right or duty of a "superior" people to subjugate and "protect" a weaker
and "inferior" group, while Las Casas condemned the conquest as having no legal basis. I Peaceful and voluntary conversion of the Indians
was the only justification of Spanish presence in the Americas, argued
Las Casas, and since the Indians were rational beings equal to and in
some respects superior to Spaniards, they could not be required to work
for Spaniards and pay tribute, nor could they be deprived of their lands.
Sepulveda advanced arguments that included the idea that the conquest
was the most efficient way to spread the faith, that the Indians were
naturally inferior to the Spaniards, and that certain customs of the Indians were sins that justified the conquest in order to convert the Indians
to more enlightened religious practices and to protect those who might
be subject to them. Sepulveda seemed to have won the debate, though
there was no such formal declaration, since the practices he supported
continued, but the moral force of Las Casas' argument found its way
into the numerous laws and practices adopted by Spain to protect and
Malcolm Ebright is an attorney and historian who lives in Guadalupita, New
Mexico, where he is president of the Center for Land Grant Studies. He is the
author of Land Grants and Lawsuits in Northern New Mexico (University of New
Mexico Press, 1994).

305

306

NEW MEXICO HISTORICAL REVIEW

OCTOBER 1996

preserve Indian rights. 2 The observance of these laws depended in large
part, however, on whether the Spanish system of justice provided for
effective advocates to assert Indian rights in Spanish courts.
In the valley of Mexico where Spanish rule was imposed on the
Aztecs, justice was first dispensed by the audiencia (highest court of
appeals) established in Mexico City in 1528. Indian litigants there could
rely on a small cadre of officials whose job it was to advocate on their
behalf. A scribe versed in Nahuatl would take down the facts of a claim,
then a translator would render the text of the plea into Spanish, and if
the matter was not immediately resolved, the case would be handled by
a lawyer. Since many cases were thrown out in these early stages, and
since translations often distorted the meaning of the original Nahuatl,
scribes and translators wielded considerable power in early Indian lawsuits before the Mexico City audiencia. In the next stage of the proceedings, lawyers would craft legal arguments to convince the oidores
Uudges) of the justice of the Indians' claims under Spanish or Aztec law
and custom. Procuradores (lawyers with less legal training than
abogados) handled this stage of a case by filing documents and petitions with the court. These lawyers, together with the scribes and translators, acted as intermediaries for the Aztecs, sometimes abusing their
positions. In 1591, the Juzgado General de Indios (General Indian Court)
was established to hear only Indian claims, as a result of recommendations of Viceroy Luis de Velasco II. Key among his suggestions was the
appointment of a protector or defensor de Indios to be the sole attorney for indigenous claimants and to be paid a salary raised by an annual
per capita tax on the Indians. Establishing the office of protector de
indios helped end the abuses of the earlier system, where translators,
scribes, and procuradores were able to parlay their status as intermediaries between Indians and the Spanish courts into excessive fees.]
Bartolome de Las Casas' appointment as the first protector de indios
established the precedent for appointing clergy members to protect native rights, but the extent of the protector's powers remained open to
debate. The primary question was whether these officials could investigate Indian complaints of mistreatment, or whether they were limited to
representing the natives in court. In 1575, Viceroy Francisco de Toledo
issued a set of ordinances to regulate individuals who represented Indian claimants that was later codified into legislation under which the
first protector de indios was appointed. By setting up a bureaucracy
dedicated to the protection of Indian rights, the Spanish government
allowed the Indians to limit Spanish dominance to some extent, but the
capacity of the Indians to challenge colonial rule at its root was weakened when they became part of the system. 4
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The Incas, Aztecs, and Maya all became skilled at using the Spanish
legal system to limit Spanish encroachment on their lands. In Peru during the 1590s, when a powerful landowner named Cristobal de Serpa
claimed vast areas owned by the village of Tiquihua, the villagers themselves traveled to Lima and obtained a decree from the viceroy keeping
Serpa off village lands. In Guatemala, the Highland Maya learned to use
documents they prepared in Spanish in order to force recognition of
their claims, retaining Spanish lawyers to make use of Spanish. laws
adopted for the protection of the Indians. In New Mexico, as in other
parts of the New World, the Indians' effectiveness depended to a large
extent upon whether they had adequate legal representation, whether
local alcaldes were sympathetic, and most importantly, whether the governor was fair and impartial in making his judgements. 5
Prior to the Pueblo Revolt, it is difficult to find a case in which a
Pueblo Indian is treated fairly in litigation against the Spanish, even
when the Indians were represented by an advocate. The pueblos were
caught between a church-state rivalry for power in seventeenth-century New Mexico, and in the ensuing battle for control of the province,
Indian labor and land were its most valuable resources. Besides the
power struggle on a political level, the clash of Indian and Spanish
world views involved a spiritual struggle that often played out in the
courts. Intolerance of Pueblo Indian religious practices and the ferociousattempts at eradicating sacred ceremonies of the Indians was one
of the causes of what John Kessell has called the Pueblo-Spanish war.
After the Pueblo Revolt, Indians and Spaniards reached an accommodation which has lasted to this day, whereby they bought and sold land,
and competed for scarce land and water resources in the courts. If they
were not always equals in this process, Indians and other oppressed
groups like genizaros and poor Spanish settlers on community grants
achieved major victories in court, often as a result of the assistance of
advocates for their cause and sympathetic government officials. 6
A protector de indios operated in New Mexico from the mid-1600s
until 1717 and reappears as a Spanish official in 1810. During the interim,
several self-appointed protectors like Felipe Tafoya and Carlos
Fernandez appeared in litigation as representatives of various pueblos.
The first Spaniard to hold the position of protector de indios on a perrnanent basis in New Mexico was Alfonso Rael de Aguilar, one of Diego de
Vargas' most trusted lieutenants. He took part in the Reconquest entradas
of 1692 and 1693, later held the position of secretary of government and
war under three governors, served as both teniente general (lieutenant
governor) of the province, and alcalde of Santa Fe, as weIl as protector.
Rae! de Aguilar's resume also included appointments as alcalde of Real
de los Cerrillos, the silver-mining camp founded by Governor Vargas in
1695, and Santo Domingo Pueblo. A native ofLorca in the Spanish prov-
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ince of Murcia, Rael de Aguilar had six children by Josefa Garcia de
Noriega, whom he married in El Paso in 1683. He is often confused with
his son, also named Alfonso Rael de Aguilar, who was somewhat less of
an upstanding citizen than was his father. 7
In 1704, Rael de Aguilar argued two important cases that involved
the property rights of San Felipe and San I1defonso Pueblos, respectively. In both cases the need to determine. the land owned by Pueblo
Indians arose because Spaniards wanted land that was adjacent to pueblo
lands. The extent of lands owned by the pueblos had never been clearly
defined. Governor Vargas had promised the pueblos protection from Plains
Indian raids as part of his effort to Christianize the natives, but no evidence of any official decree granting the pueblos specific property rights
has been found. Nevertheless, an area of land measured a league (5,000
varas) from the center of the pueblo in each cardinal direction became
the recognized norm in New Mexico for the land to which each pueblo
was entitled. The San Felipe case was the first to mention this so-called
pueblo league although a similar concept, the fundo legal, had existed
in central Mexico since the mid-sixteenth century.8
The San Felipe case began when Cristobal and Juan Barela Jaramillo
asked that the lands of San Felipe Pueblo at Angostura be measured
because the Indians "have more [land) than the law allows and it is not
fair ... [that] we should have nothing."9 Governor Vargas ordered Rael
de Aguilar ("the defender and protector I have named for the Indians"),
alcalde Fernando Duran y Chavez, and Diego Montoya, secretary of
government and war, to determine what lands the pueblo owned. After
all three visited the land in question, Rael de Aguilar argued on behalf of
the pueblo that the lands sought by the Jaramillos had been possessed
by the Indians, "since they were founded" and they had planted grain
and cotton there. The pueblo did not want the Jaramillos to receive a
grant adjacent to pueblo lands because the Spaniards would bring their
cattle and sheep and the livestock would damage. Indian crops. In order
to define what lands the pueblo owned, the protector de indios referred
to the pueblo league as "granted by royal law to the pueblo Indians."lo
Here the document ends with no response from Governor Vargas,
who died six weeks later, leaving the genesis of the pueblo league in
New Mexico somewhat of a mystery. Rael de Aguilar should get some
credit, however, for being the first advocate to make use of the concept
in New Mexico. It is curious that the San Felipe document is entirely in
Rael's handwriting, except for the Jaramillos' petition and the governor's
signature. Rael de Aguilar wrote the governor's order, though he was
not serving as the governor's secretary at the time, and drafted the response for alcalde Diego Montoya, putting Montoya's statements in
the first person and his own in the third person. He then signed the
response himself since Montoya "could not do it ... because he had a
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sore arm on account of a fall, and captain Fernando [Duran] de Chaves
... was not at his house." Whatever the reasons, the situation gave Rael
de Aguilar an opportunity to put words in the mouths of Governor Vargas,
alcalde Montoya, and the Jaramillo petitioners about the pueblo league,
whiCh would eventually become the standard for land ownership in New
Mexico's pueblos. II
Rael de Aguilar's involvement later that year in another lawsuit between a Spaniard and a pueblo shows why he was such a skillful advocate for pueblos. In September 1704, Rael de Aguilar represented San
Ildefonso Pueblo in a dispute with the powerful Spaniard, Ignacio Roybal,
over land on the west side of the Rio Grande opposite San Ildefonso
Pueblo. Roybal had received a grazing grant for this land from Governor
Vargas in March 1704, and he claimed ownership under this document.
The local alcalde, however, had failed to make the customary investigation or to notify adjoining landowners, and give them an opportunity to
object to the grant. If such an inquiry had been made, the grazing grant
would have been found to encroach on land the San Ildefonso Indians
had planted in squash and watermelons and irrigated by an acequia they
had dug. 12
In petitions presented to Lieutenant Governor Paez Hurtado, protector de los indios, Rael provided several reasons as to why the 1704
Ignacio Roybal grant was invalid. He pointed out that the grant to Roybal
was void because of the failure to notify the pueblo "by the nine publications within the period of nine days." Not only was the protector
familiar with the royal ordinance and with the custom that required that
such notice be given, but he also had personal knowledge that thepueblo
indeed had not been notified. At the time the Roybal grant was made,
Rael was serving as secretary of government to Vargas and the grant
was in Rael's handwriting. The second argument Rael de Aguilar urged
upon the governor was that San Ildefonso Pueblo had been granted the
land Roybal claimed before'the Pueblo Revolt and that Spanish officials
had set landmarks that showed the boundary of San Ildefonso. Under
the Recopilaci6n de Leyes de Reynos de las Indias, Indian lands were
protected from Spanish encroachment, particularly lands that were
farmed and irrigated by the Indians. But these laws were vague and
inconsistent and were not strictly enforced. Most irrigable farmland along
the Rio Grande had been in pueblo hands, and Spaniards routinely encroached on the pueblos prior to the Revolt. Vargas was caught between
his duty to protect Indian lands and his promise to reward those who
had helped him reconquer the province. 13
The third argument advanced by Alfonso Rael de Aguilar was that
San Ildefonso Pueblo was entitled by royal law to four square leagues of
land (a league in each direction from the center of the pueblo), whether
or not the Indians had planted the land or had received a prior grant.
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This was the second case in New Mexico to mention four square leagues
as an entitlement. Scholar G. Em1en Hall argues that the so-called pueblo
league arose out of provisions in the Recopilaci6n that established a
minimum distance,or buffer zone, between Indian pueblos and Spanish
settlements. What started out as a protective measure for Indian lands
soon became a property right, Hall argues-a right claimed by the pueblos in the form of written grants from the Spanish crown;· the infamous, and obviously forged, Cruzate grants. These two early
eighteenth-century lawsuits suggest, however, that it was Governor Diego de Vargas and his protector de Indios, Alfonso Rael de Aguilar, who
first established the norm of four square leagues as a property right for
New Mexico Pueblo Indians. 14
Though it became the norm, the pueblos seldom received the pueblo
league in full measure. In the lawsuit between San I1defonso and Ignacio
Roybal, acting Governor Juan Paez Hurtado directed alcalde Cristobal
Arellano to measure a league in each direction from the center of the
pueblo. On the ground, however, the measurements were a league to the
north, one-half league to the south, one-half league to the east, and
one-half league to the west, because "there was no farming land on
which to mark out the league in every direction, which is what the Indians were asking for, not woods, hills, not [land] which cannot be sown
and cultivated."15 Rael de Aguilar was careful to underscore in his initial
petition the entitlement of the pueblo: "the Indians, my clients, shall be
informed of the four leagues one to each point of the compass, according to the will of his majesty. The said pueblo of San I1defonso shall
mark out its boundaries and thereby disputes and litigations will cease."16
For San I1defonso, however, litigation did not cease. The pueblo was
involved in three more disputes over its league during the eighteenth
century. But Alfonso Rael de Aguilar's involvement in litigation as an
advocate had come to an end. He appears again as protector in other
capacities in litigation over the next two decades, however.
In 1707, Rael de Aguilar appeared as protector de indios in Santa Fe
at a general council of all the pueblos. But Rael' s report on the proceedings sounds too good to be true. According to Rael, the meeting came
about at the behest of the elected leaders of all New Mexico pueblos,
who wanted to be confirmed in their offices and to present any concerns
they might have to Spanish officials. After four members of the Santa Fe
cabilda (council) had assembled with the pueblo leaders at Rael de
Aguilar's house, each leader made a statement, either in Spanish or in
their own language through an interpreter. Surprisingly, no one had any
complaints; instead, the pueblo leaders took turns praising Governor
Francisco Cuervo y Valdez in exaggerated terms. They said that Cuervo
y Valdez had stopped raids on the pueblos by launching retaliatory expeditions whenever there was an attack so that the "pueblos and
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frontiers had become quiet and pacified, and the Indian inhabitants had
been avenged and satisfied with the useful spoils of war." It seems that
the real purpose of the meeting was to promote the candidacy of interim
Governor Cuervo y Valdez for permanent appointment as governor of
New Mexico by Viceroy Duke of Alburquerque. As Cuervo y Valdez
himself was adept at varnishing the truth regarding the founding of
Albuquerque, so also Rael de Aguilar was not shy in helping him lobby
the viceroy with exaggerated statements as to Cuervo's merits. 17
Though Rael de Aguilar was an effective advocate for the pueblos,
he did not always take their side. Since he held many important official
posts in post-Revolt New Mexico, he was sometimes required to take
action detrimental to the pueblos. While serving on the cabildo of Santa
Fe, he also served as alcalde and militia captain for Pecos Pueblo. In this
capacity, he was ordered by Governor Flores Mogo1l6n to destroy the
kivas at Pecos. Rael did this with ruthless efficiency, reporting back to
the governor that the largest kiva was demolished so that "there remained not a sign or a trace that there had been on that site ... any kiva
at all."18
Rael de Aguilar did not serve in the official capacity as protector de
indios after 1707, but he appears several times in a different capacity. In
1722, he was appointedjuez receptor (commissioned judge) by Governor Juan Domingo de Bustamante in order to mediate a dispute between
Santo Domingo and Cochiti Pueblos brought about by a lawsuit filed by
Santo Domingo over a land sale from Juana Baca to Cochiti. 19 On the
issue of the location of the boundary between the pueblos, both pueblos trusted Rael de Aguilar to make a fair and binding decision. The
erstwhile protector de indios had the authority.to call the two pueblos
together, conduct a hearing where he took evidence, and then issue an
auto declarato (explanatory decree). Rael de Aguilar summoned Miguel
Baca of San Juan Pueblo to testify to the location of the land his mother
sold to Santo Domingo. Baca told Rael that the deeds in question described the land as lying on the west side of the Rio Grande. After examining a 1703 grant to Juana Baca from Governor Rodriguez Cubero, Rael
de Aguilar determined that the Baca purchase was indeed on the opposite side of the river from the boundary dispute. As he had done in the
San Ildefonso suit in 1704, Rael measured with a cordel5,000 varas from
the cemetery of the Santo Domingo church toward Cochiti and then did
the same from Cochiti toward Santo Domingo. When the results of this
measurement indicated a gap of some 1,600 varas between the two pueblo
leagues, Rael de Aguilar split the difference and awarded each pueblo
an additional 800 varas. He then set landmarks and gave each pueblo a
certified copy of the results. 20
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As he had done in the San Felipe and San lIdefonso cases, Rael de
Aguilar recognized the pueblo league as the norm for the amount of land
the Indians could claim as their own. This does not mean that all New
Mexico pueblos were given this much land or that Spaniards were ousted
from the pueblo leagues that were measured. Reference to a current map
(figure 1) oflands owned by New Mexico pueblos shows that few, if any,
ended up with exactly four square leagues (approximately 17,000 acres).
But the Cochiti-Santo Domingo case established the principle that pueblos were entitled not only to four square leagues, but to additional land
if possible. 21
Rael de Aguilar was the most effective advocate for the pueblos
during the early part of the eighteenth century. His legal arguments set
high standards that were seldom matched by other advocates who worked
during the first half of the eighteenth century. Several other individuals
appeared as advocates for pueblos or for genfzaros in other lawsuits
during this time period, but with little success. One of these was Juan de
Atienza, who acted in two cases as protector de indios. The first, in
1713, required him to defend the ex-governor of Picuris Pueblo, Jer6nimo
Dirucaca, against charges of witchcraft. Dirucaca denied charges of idolatry, cohabitation, and witchcraft, but even with Atienza as his advocate
he must have felt his chances of acquittal were slim. Dirucaca worked
out a deal with the governor whereby, in return for a promise of pardon,
he agreed to reveal the location of a hidden silver mine. Escorted in
handcuffs by four Spanish officials, the Picuris Indian took them to the
Cafton de Picuris, where they found four veins of silver ore. The Spaniards were elated with the promise that finally a major silver mine would
"provide complete relief for this wretched kingdom." Dirucaca was released to a Tewa Pueblo of his choice with his only penalty the payment
of court costs. But Juan de Atienza had little effect on the outcome of
this case. It was the quick thinking of Dirucaca that swung the balance
in his favor. 22
Juan de Atienza again acted as protector de indios in 1715 on behalf
of Pojoaque Pueblo in its lawsuit against several Spaniards. This was
the only land-related case that Atienza argued in his capacity as protector, and it was never concluded satisfactorily. Atienza did not perform
well and was criticized by one of the litigants for his handling of the
case. It appears that Atienza's heart was not in it. The pueblo claimed
that in spite of the fact that Pojoaque had purchased land that had once
belonged to the pueblo from Spaniards, some of that land was still occupied by a Spaniard: Baltasar Trujillo. Pojoaque Pueblo was abandoned
in 1700, and grants of former pueblo lands were made in 1701 to Jose de
Quiros and Antonio Duran de Armijo by Governor Pedro Rodriguez
Cubero (1697-1703). When the pueblo was resettled in 1707, the Indians
repurchased both these tracts from Miguel Tenorio de Alba for a large
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quantity of corn, some tanned buckskins, woolen blankets, and chickens. But in 1715, part of that land was occupied by Trujillo. Atienza
argued that the land in question was irrigated and belonged to the pueblo
after the RevoltY
The case was filed with Governor Juan Ign'acio Flores Mogollon,
who appointed Alfonso Rael de Aguilar as juez receptor to assemble the
necessary documents and written statements and then forward them to
the governor for decision. Unfortunately for the Indians, the sale from
Miguel Tenorio de Alba to the pueblo was not based on a written document, although Tenorio's purchase from Jose de Quiros for 130 pesos
was documented, as was the grant to Quiros by Governor Rodriguez
Cubero. Without a written transfer to the Indians, however, the amount
of the purchase price, or even whether it had been paid in full, were
matters for debate and extensive testimony. Tenorio said the price was a
fanega of corn and a blanket from each household in the pueblo and that
only one Indian had given him a blanket. The Indians countered with an
itemization of what had been paid in lieu of the missing blankets: thirteen chickens, as many as five buckskins, and the loan of two horses. In
minute detail the Indians testified as to who paid what, and they stated
that Tenorio had been satisfied. But since nothing was in writing, it was
Tenorio's word against the pueblo's, and Tenorio had an ace up his
sleeve. He produced a decree from Governor Pefiuela (1707-12) compelling the pueblo to pay Tenorio the full purchase price. 24
The difficulty with the Pefiuela decree was that Pojoaque Pueblo
had not been notified ofthat lawsuit nor given an opportunity to present
its side of the story. Instead, Governor Pefiuela had taken Tenorio de
Alba's word that the purchase price was 130 pesos and that the pueblo
had paid only seven fanegas of corn and one blanket. As later testimony
indicated, this was only part of the truth. The pueblo claimed that Tenorio
was satisfied with the additional goods he had received, and agreed that
the pueblo had paid in full. He had even given the pueblo a written deed,
but later took it back. 25
Without witnesses to the transaction or written documents, Pojoaque
Pueblo was at a distinct disadvantage and subject to Tenorio de Alba's
every whim. Nor was the pueblo particularly well served by the advocacy of Juan de Atienza, who never made the kind of creative arguments
Rael de Aguilar did. Instead, Atienza's petitions simply stated the claims
of the pueblo (that it had purchased the land and had owned it prior to
the 1680 Revolt) and asked the governor to do whatever he deemed just.
Rather than vigorously asserting the position of the pueblo, Atienza
blamed the Indians for delaying the proceedings, and he failed to defend
himself when Tenorio de Alba attacked him for his lack of ability. To be
sure, Atienza was hampered by the fact that neither Governor Flores
Mogoll6n nor Governor Felix Martinez were particularly interested in
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the case. By May 1716, when the lawsuit had dragged on for over a year,
Alfonso Rael de Aguilar was the only official still on the case, though
his authority had lapsed. Juez receptor Rael de Aguilar reported to Governor Martinez that Atienza had left Santa Fe, "not having been able to
come to attend to [the case] as he should" and he sent the papers back
to Governor Martinez. 26
This was the last appearance of an official protector de indios in
New Mexico for almost a century. In the interim, advocates were commissioned on a case-by-case basis to defend the rights of specific pueblos or genizaros. For example, in 1733 Diego Padilla and Isleta Pueblo
took issue over whether Padilla's animals were encroaching on the planted
fields and common lands of the pueblo and whether the Indians owed
Padilla for certain poles taken from his corrals at San Clemente. When
the matter was referred to the pueblo, they executed a formal power of
attorney and appointed Ventura de Esquibel as their defense attorney.
Esquibel had appeared as a witness in the 1722 suit between Santo
Domingo and Cochiti that Rael de Aguilar had mediated and may have
learned something from Rael at that time about effective advocacy.2?
In the Isleta case, Esquibel filed a forceful petition that stated that
Padilla's livestock had damaged the Indians' acequia, which the Spaniard had promised to repair but did not. Esquibel asserted that Padilla's
livestock should be withdrawn from Isleta's lands both in summer and
winter, because even in winter the animals ate the corn stalks and trampled
the tilled fields, which made it difficult to plow in the spring. In response
to Esquibel's strong answer, Diego Padilla capitulated without a fight
and stated that he would keep his livestock off of Isleta's agricultural
lands and would give up any claim for payment for his corral poles.
Esquibel said that the pueblo was agreeable as long as Padilla actually
kept his livestock away from Isleta's cultivated lands, but he wanted to
be sure that the agreement was strictly observed. Esquibel told the governor that it was important that the horse herd have sufficient fodder
since the horses were used for scouting in the mountains and in other
capacities foqhe Spaniards in defense of the province. The governor's
final decrees in this litigation adopted the agreed settlement, set the
fines for violation of its terms, and set the fees to be charged for expenses. If any of Diego Padilla's livestock entered the cultivated fields
of Isleta Pueblo, the pueblo could seize the animals and Padilla would
have to pay two pesos a head to get them back. The expenses of the
lawsuit came to twelve pesos, including two pesos for Esquibel's power
of attorney, which was indicative of fees customarily charged in other
cases'in New Mexico. 28
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Because governors in the first half of the eighteenth century were
generally unsympathetic to the pleas of the various advocates forpueblos and genizaros, not many advocates appear in the documents. 29 Governor Gervasio Cruzat y Gongora in the 1730s and Governor Joaquin
Codallos y Rabal in the '1740swere so preoccupied with Apache, Ute,
and Navajo raids that they had Httle time or inclination to hear complaints from.genizaro or pueblo litigants. When individuals or their advocates mustered up the courage to file a petition, they were often
summarilyrejt:cte.d,as with the 1733 .petition that involved one hundred
genizaro Indians seeking their own land grant at Belen.
The .petitionwas filed before Governor Cruzat y Gongora by an
anonymous advo«ate'w,horepresented a group of genizaros who wanted
to form anew sett:1ement at Sandia ,Pueblo, abandoned since the Pueblo
Revo It. Thesegenizaros were scattered throughout New Mexico, some
living in Spanish settlements and some in pueblos. They did not otherwise identify themselves, and said only that they did not include any
servants of Spaniards. 'They signed their petition "los genizaros."30
Genizaro :Indians were a group comprised of various Plains Indian
tribes. The 'Sandiagroupin«luded Apache, Kiowa, Pawnee, Ute, and
Jumano Indians whose 'social status in Spanish society ranked at the
lowest level. 'Nor-mally, ;Plains 'lndian tribes captured and exchanged
genizarosinintertrib.alwarfare and then soldthem to the Spanish. During Cruzat y Gongora's term, the Spanish began to capture genizaros
then sell them to Jriendly tribes, who would later sell the genizaros back
to the Spaniards.Cruzaty Gongora prohibited this practice in 1732, but
it was difficultto·stop.31 The purchase of genizaros generally was condoned by the government .since Spaniards were required to christianize
genizaros during,the:time'they were servants, and then emancipate them.
It was not until :romas VelezCachupin became governor that land
grants were,madetogenfzaros,.and genizaro property rights on Spanish
grants began to be respected. Governor Cruzat y Gongora was certain to
meet ageni·zarorequest'foHandin 1733 with skepticism. To overcome
the governor'lLres'istance, thesegenizaro Indians who asked for agrant
needed an cadvocate. ;We do not :know why the advocate they picked
chose to remain anonymous, but .he seemed to realize that convincing
the governor 'wou'ldnot1be easy. This mysterious advocate covered all
the reasons -these,genfzaros deserved a land grant; he even included a
theology lesson to try.:to c'onvincethegovernor that they had become
good Christians. n
Theadvo.cate ~,began his ,case by expressing the gratitude of the
genfzaros Jor t4~;many ,spir-itua'ibiessings they had received through
baptisminto'the'Cliurch.!He then;moved into the temporal world, citing
the need to satisfyqjhys'icalneeds such as food and clothing, which
were necessar·yju11'der:piimings ofa·spirituallife. He invoked the biblical
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Adam and Eve story in order to demonstrate his point. In the Garden of
Eden, where everything necessary for subsistence was provided, "our
first parents, forgetful of so much good and benefit, lost the reins of
their disordered desire," and "were expelled from Eden and forced to
work the land for their livelihood, irrigating it with the sweat of their
brow."33
For this reason, the advocate continued, these recently Christianized genizaros were asking Governor Cruzat y G6ngora for their own
tract of land. He cautioned the governor that if their petition was not
granted, some among them might fall prey to the temptations of the devil
and revert to heathenism because of their hardships. He suggested that
the genizaros' problems could not be solved simply by ordering them to
live among the Pueblo Indians, for the latter were reluctant to take them
in. Besides, said the advocate; 'there were so many back-sliders, idolators, and witches among the pueblos that they would be a bad influence
on the genizaros. Here the advocate skillfu l1y reiterated the same arguments used by Bartolome de Las Casas almost two centuries earlier in
Valladolid, Spain. Las Casas said that "no nation exists ... no matter
how barbarous, fierce or depraved its customs may be, which may not be
attracted and converted [to Christianity]." This conversion should be
voluntary, according to Las Casas, whereas Sepulveda had argued it
could be brought about forcefully by enslaving the Indians. The status
of the genizaro in New Mexico was a compromise between these two
views. Purchased as slaves, they were taught Christian doctrine, eventually given their freedom, integrated into Spanish society, and given
the opportunity to own land. It was a bargain similar to that made between Spaniards and pueblos, whereby the Indians would receive economic benefits in return for accepting Spanish spiritual beliefs. The
genizaros were saying, in effect,. that they had converted to Christianity
and therefore the Spanish had to live up to their end of the bargain. 34
Genizaros were recognized as having personal and property rights
by the mid-1700s, but in 1733 they must still have been thought of as
indios barbaros, the heathen enemy. The advocate in this case attempted
to depict "los genizaros" as having stronger beliefs than the Pueblo
Indians through his allusion to a scandalous witchcraft trial that had
concluded a couple of months earlier at Isleta Pueblo. The Indian "el
Cacique" admitted he was the leader of a coven of witches that was
responsible for placing spells on the local priest and several members of
the Spanish elite, According to the testimony, they made dolls that resembled their victims and then pierced them with pins. The group performed this ritual after donning special robes and ann ointing themselves
with dust from a magical stone. As in other witchcraft trials in
eighteenth-century New Mexico, the Spanish inquisitors acknowledged
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the power inherent in these objects by insisting on confiscating them.
But whether or not the references to witchcraft by los genizaros and
their advocate was a good tactic can only be judged by the result
achieved in the Sandia case. 35
Upon receipt of the petition signed by "los genizaros," Governor
Cruzat y Gongora demanded that these Indians identify themselves in
alphabetical order, citing their names and tribes. The anonymous advocate for the genizaros dutifully responded with a list of twenty-five:
seventeen families and eight single males, far fewer than the 100 settlers
mentioned in the petition. From this list, Governor Cruzat y Gongora
learned the names and tribes of each of these individuals: six Apache,
six Pawnee, six Jumano, three Kiowa, one Tano, and one Ute. Once the
governor had the information he wanted, he wasted no time in denying
the petition without providing a reason. Cruzat y G6ngora simply ordered the petitioners to apply to him individually if they wanted to be
assigned to various pueblos. Since the genizaros had already indicated
that the pueblos did not want them, this was not a satisfactory solution
for them. Genizaro Indians did not receive their own grant until Governor Velez Cachupin made the Abiquiu grant in 1754, though certain
genizaros from Belen claimed to have received a grant there in the early
1740s. 36
Governor Cruzat y Gongora was also strict when it came to petitions
from the pueblos. In 1734, Santa Ana Pueblo attempted to purchase
lands from Baltasar Romero, which the Indians claimed as traditional
lands. Even though the Santa Ana Indians were willing to pay for land
that once was theirs, Governor Cruzat y G6ngora stepped in to nullify
the sale, deeming it "against the dispositions of the royal laws of his
majesty." How the matter was brought to the governor's attention is not
clear, since there is no petition seeking cancellation of the sale. The
governor apparently acted on his own, without a specific law prohibiting the sale, and in the face of a series of the pueblo's purchases from
Spaniards beginning.as early as 1709. If Santa Ana had had an advocate,
the laws protecting Indian property rights might have been invoked to
justify the sale, as Alfonso Rael de Aguilar had invoked them three
decades earlier. 37
The judicial climate during the administration of Governor Codallos
y Rabal in the 1740s did not improve with regard to Pueblo Indians or
genizaros. In fact, it worsened. Codallos y Rabal seems to have been
more concerned with keeping the pueblos and genizaros under control
than with granting them new rights to land and water. By 1739, the
Comanche had driven the Apache from the eastern plains and Spanish
settlements came under unremitting Comanche attack. The governor had
his hands full trying to keep the pueblo auxiliaries loyal to the Spanish
in defense of the province. In 1746, Governor Codallos y Rabal ordered
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Taos Pueb 10 to cease all trade and otber,'deaI:ingscwith,the' Comanche on
pain of death. Travel of more than. aJeague. ~rom; thepuebl'o without a
license, even for so innocent a purposeasisearchingfor:stray livestock,
was still punishable with the death penalty.. Durihg;the;ter,m·.ofGovernor
Codallos y Rabal, criminal charges were.·brought.' against- Indians from
Cochiti, Tesuque, and San Juan forconspidng, with•...theUte; and other
Plains Indians to incite an uprising~ 'Fhroughout!the' terrIl! of,Governor
Codallos, few cases were brought by pueblosor:genizaros.ontheir own
behalf seeking recognition of land.and,water rights;38 .
Advocates like Isidro Sanchez, who trie& to helt:> poor pe~ple obtain redress, were told to stop. Sanchez was o~d'ered, to' cease his
petition-writing activities or suffer the penaltyof a.fifty~peso fine and
fifteen days in the stocks. He was labelled' "a quarrelsome and restless
man who incites the poor citizens to fik rawsuits.bypreparing petitions
and conspiring with them" a year before Governor Codallos y Rabal
ordered him to stop. Apparently, Sanchez keptfiling.petitions anyway,
and he seems to have gained official acceptancl< later by acting as a
scribe for alcalde Joseph Baca. 39
Whether or not Isidro Sanchez encouraged litigation, by cracking
down on him the governor restricted· the rightto petition for redress of
grievances, a right protected in New Spain from the first few decades of
Spanish rule. 40 To see how far such rights were further restricted under
Governor Codallos y Rabal, one needs. to examine the. lengthy lawsuit
brought by Antonio Casados, a genizarofrom Belen, against Governor
Codallos y Rabal himself. Antonio Casados was a-Kiowa who had been
purchased by another genizaro namediMigueliHo, a-servant of Sebastian
Martin. When Miguelillo died, Antonio Casados: was sold· to Alonso
Rael de Aguilar II. Rael then sold··Antonioto, Francisco Casados, from
whom Antonio took the Casados name. Francisco €asados put Antonio
to work at a mine in Chihuahua, but Antonio soon, ran. away after a
disagreement with Francisco. Eventually, Antonio €asados ended up at
Belen in the house of Diego Torres upon. the order. of Governor Gaspar
Domingo de Mendoza. 41
At this point, there is a divergence between the Casados story and
the story of Torres. The latter claimed'. to be the first settler at Belen
when he was given a land grant there by Governor Mendoza in 1740.
Casados, on the other hand, said that prior to the 'Forres grant, there
existed a pueblo of genizaros at Belen' and:"that<he,.Antonio Casados,
had been elected their captain. Hehadsmage thelongjourney to Mexico
City and asked the viceroy of New Spain.to; recogniz~ the rights of this
geriizaro pueblo and to eject all Spaniards: from tneii-lands. The ostensible purpose of this lawsuit was to find"out whiCh story was true, or
rather, which parts of each story were true. Even.with,anadvocate repre-
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Odginal Drawing 'Ily Glen Strock, 1996.

senting theless"powe.~fuil~party,'however, 'learning the truth from conflicting 'stories -'Was,diff~cult1in'Hispanic litigation. In this case, it was
next to .impossiHle;mriimari-lY'becauseCasados did not have a lawyer to
represent him .
Casados 'had"angered Governor Codallos y Rabal because he had
traveledto~Mexico'Citywithout a -license. Casados presented his petition directly·to-th'e.y.iceroy, who assumed for the purpose of making his
decision that·there~wasjindeeda genizaro pueblo at Belen and that Antonio Casados 'was ,its ,capta~n.Worst of all from the governor's standpoint, Casad9s';h'ad~passed;'himselfoff as a Pueblo Indian subject to all
the protections; afforded by .royallaw, when in fact he was a genizaro.
The viceroy ordered the ,governor and alcalde to comply with his order
or pay a I ,OOO-;peso fine. Then .as further affront,on the day set for the
hearing, Casados appeared in Santa :Fe escorted by seventy Pueblo Indians. 42
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Codallos y Raballost no time in moving to regain the advantage that
Casados had temporarily achieved. The governor took the initiative in
the proceedings, fearing that he might have a revolution on his hands.
Because of the "scandal that has been experienced, from clustering Indians with noise and trouble from the pueblos," the governor put Casados
in jail. There Casados stayed, except when he was brought before the
court. This certainly would have affected how Casados' testimony was
received, for he must have been kept in chains and under guard during
the proceedings. Added to this indignity was the fact that Casados was
not allowed to testify in his own words, although he was fluent in Spanish (yntteligente ... en el ydioma Castellano). Codallos y Rabal ordered
Francisco Rendon to act as an interpreter for· Casados in order to punish
the latter for leaving New Mexico without a license. 43
Held in jail during both the trial and an indefinite post-trial period,
unable to testify in his own words, Casados never had a chance. He
lacked an advocate's assistance to help him frame his case as he did
when he had gone to Mexico City to appeal directly to the viceroy. There,
a lawyer named Francisco Cordova prepared his petition for him. In New
Mexico, Casados had no one to help him. He was not even able to complete his statement in court before he was interrupted by a vigorous
cross examination by the governor, who was supposed to remain neutral. When the proceedings concluded, the written record was sent to
the viceroy for a decision while Casados remained imprisoned. No record
of the viceroy's decision has been found and the Belen grant to Diego
Torres remained in effect, though several settlements of genizaros remained on the grant. Not until the administration of Governor Tomas
Velez Cachupin were genizaro rights to land recognized on the Belen
.
grant. 44
Governor Codallos y Rabal was probably no worse then many of his
predecessors when it came to deciding cases that involved Indians and
genizaros. In his favor, it should be said that he did perform a regular
visita general (official visit) when he set aside a month to visit all the
pueblos from Taos to Isleta where he listened to Indians' complaints
and ordered restitution where appropriate.
In contrast to earlier advocates, Felipe Tafoya tried numerous lawsuits over his long career in which he represented both the elite and the
oppressed. He began his career in the 1730s and by the 1750s-60s had
achieved substantial prestige and competence, particularly during the
two terms of Governor Tomas Velez Cachupin. Tafoya was something of
a jack-of-all-trades. He was active politically, serving as alcalde of Santa
Fe; religiously, serving as a charter member of the confraternity of
Nuestra Seflora de la Luz; and professionally, practicing law and medicine, though lacking formal training and certification in either profession. While building his career, he was also busy establishing a large
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family. Tafoya had five children by his first wife, Margarita Gonzalez de
la Rosa, whom he married in 1728, and six more by his second wife,
Teresa Fernandez, whom he married in 1750. Tafoya first appears as a
witness in several civil and criminal proceedings beginning in the 1730s;
by 1755, he was serving as a notario (notary) in the ecclesiastical court
of the vicar Santiago Roybal. 45
Tafoya is typical of a class of local officials who worked under Governor Tomas Velez Cachupin during the I 750s-60s. Velez Cachupin had
a measurably different view of the administration of justice than did his
predecessors, but it often took some time to impart these concepts to
his subordinates. Once the governor got his message across, however,
alcaldes and advocates serving under him b~came part of a team the
governor could trust and who knew what h'e expected. Officials like
Tafoya could then be effective, not only as competent advocates but
also as part of a system that was functioning effectively to administer
justice. 46
Prior to Velez Cachupin there existed in New Mexico a network of
alcaldes and other officials who often abused their positions by exploiting Pueblo Indians. Though charges might be brought against them and
punishment meted out, the abuses continued. For example, alcalde
Manuel Baca, his, son Antonio Baca, and Antonio's son-in-law Francisco Trebol Navarro were all charged with official misconduct over a
fifty-year period beginning in 1718. But this family network of local
officials who abused their office was temporarily curtailed by Governor
Velez Cachupin, when he relieved Antonio Baca of his duties and appointed Miguel Lucero in his place. In addition, when the governor was
forced to deal with alcaldes like Antonio Baca, he kept a close watch on
their activities and made sure his orders were followed to the letter. For
example, in February 1763, just a few months before he was ousted,
alcalde Baca was sharply rebuked by Velez Cachupin for deviating from
the governor's explicit instructions. 47
Tafoya suffered a similar setback when he applied to Velez Cachupin
for a land grant to graze sheep on the Rio Puerco in 1766. The governor
rejected his request, telling Tafoya that he should join one of the existing settlements on the Rio Puerco if he wanted to graze his sheep in the
area. Tafoya had been representing-litigants seeking relief from Velez
Cachupin for a decade-and-a-half, with some success, but the governor did not give Tafoya any special privileges, even though he was a
member of the elite. 48
To see how this network of local officials was able to act together to
advocate and implement better policies for the pueblos, one must examine cases like the 1763 lawsuit between San I1defonso Pueblo, represented by Felipe Tafoya, and its Spanish neighbors. Tafoya instigated
the lawsuit with a lengthy petition that cited encroachments on pueblo
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lands by Juana Lujan, Pedro Sanchez, and his son-in-law Antonio
Mestas, and Marcos Lucero. In spite of the measurement in 1704 of San
Ildefonso's four square leagues, encroachments had occurred almost
continuously ever since. In some cases, the Indians had protested when
grants of adjoining lands had been made, but to no avail. Felipe Tafoya
cataloged these problems, many of which had gone unresolved for over
a half-century, in the name of the governor of the pueblo, Francisco
Cata, the elders, and the common people. Tafoya identified himself as
procurador for the villa of Santa Fe, but later in the litigation was dubbed
the defender of the Indians. 49
Upon receipt of the petition, Governor Velez Cachupin lost no time
in resolving one of these problems. He ordered Lucero expelled from the
lands he had been occupying "without the slightest recourse." Apparently Lucero had purchased land from an individual member of the pueblo,
the pueblo had protested, and Governor Marin del Valle had ordered
Lucero's money returned to him after which he was to vacate the land.
Lucero had taken the money but refused to leave. Because Velez Cachupin
was familiar with the earlier decision, he acted swiftly in response to
Tafoya's request without requiring further proof. 50
The.governor's action was in sharp contrast to what transpired in
earlier lawsuits like the 1715 Pojoaque Pueblo case that Juan de Atienza
had handled. There, the Indians were required to testify interminably
about what they had paid to Spaniards for land the latter still occupied,
because advocates like Atienza were not particularly effective in arguing the Pueblo Indian's case. 51 In the San Ildefonso case, Governor Velez
Cachupin was satisfied without further proof that Lucero had to leave,
based on Tafoya's petition and on the visita of Governor Marin del Valle.
Tafoya's petition also achieved immediate results with regard to the
claims against Antonio Mestas. Preemptorially, Velez Cachupin ordered
Mestas not to settle at the Aguaje del Rio Grande under penalty of a
200-peso fine. Velez Cachupin's order was effective in keeping Mestas
and his father-in-law, Pedro Sanchez, from encroaching on San Ildefonso
land, but Marcos Lucero was another matter. He was still encroaching
on San Ildefonso lands in 1786 when Governor Juan Bautista de Anza
ordered him to leave. As we shall see, a new defender of San Ildefonso
Pueblo (Carlos Fernandez, the alcalde who accompanied Felipe Tafoya
in the 1763 San Ildefonso case) was instrumental in obtaining an order
against Lucero from Governor Anza. 52
When Governor Velez Cachupin ordered Fernandez to examine the
title papers of Matias Madrid and Juana Lujan and to measure the San
Ildefonso Pueblo league in 1763, the alcalde and Tafoya acted together
to carefully follow the governor's instructions. Fernandez measured the
100-vara cordel in the presence of Tafoya, the defensor of the pueblo,
its officers, and leaders. Twenty-two cord lengths were then measured
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to the east to reach the house of Matias Madrid and another sixteen-and-one.:...halftothe house of Juana Lujan. The next day, the alcalde and
the defensor measured a league to the north of the pueblo and reached
the house of Marcos Lucero at 4,372 varas. On the same day, Fernandez
measured the league in a westerly direction in the presence of Tafoya
and reached the house of Pedro Sanchez at 3,200 varas. 53
When the measurements were concluded, all the papers were delivered to Tafoya according to the instructions of Governor Velez Cachupin.
Tafoya responded several times and in great detail to the various Spanish claims. The claim on the east caused the most concern, since both
Madrid and Lopez were within the pueblo's league. Tafoya argued that
the Madrid and Lopez grants were invalid just as the Ignacio Roybal
grant was. Tafoya made the same argument that Rael de Aguilar had
made sixty years earlier, but by 1763 the theoretical right of a pueblo to
four square leagues had been firmly established and the advocate for
the pueblos could cite several cases to uphold that right. The arguments
made by Spaniards who claimed valid titles to their land, however, had
also gathered corresponding weight and force by virtue of the passage
of time. 54
Juan Gomez del Castillo made those arguments to counter the
pueblo's position. First, he said that whether Matias Madrid was earlier
determined to be within the pueblo league or not, he was never ejected
from the pueblo and therefore acquired good title simply by continuous
possession. Secondly, Gomez del Castillo tried to interject a technicality. He argued that there was a law specifying a minimum number of
Indians that must be living in a pueblo for it to be entitled to four square
leagues. This point was never taken seriously, however, because Gomez
y Castillo admitted he was not sure what the minimum was or whether,
indeed, such a law existed. His final point was the most telling, for it was
the unstated premise of every Spanish~Pueblo Indian land dispute since
the Pueblo Revolt. Gomez y Castillo pointed out that his ancestors had
helped conquer New Mexico and that he and his neighbors had served
in the militia at their own expense to protect the province from Plains
Indian attack. "It is a hard matter;" Gomez y Castillo stated, "that we
should become as pilgrims in this kingdom, and not as natives." Gomez
del Castillo asserted finally that most residents of the villa of Santa Cruz
de la Cafiada lived within the leagues of one of the pueblos, and if San
Ildefonso was successful in expelling him and the other Spaniards,this
would force abandonment of the entire area by the Spanish, seriously
weakening the defense of the province. 55
Tafoya reiterated his earlier arguments in a long reply, making two
new points before returning the matter to Governor Cachupin for decision. He vigorously objected to the claim that Spaniards who were allowed to remain within the pueblo league gained title by virtue of their
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possession of the land. Tafoya said that the Indians had objected to the
grants to Ignacio Roybal, Matias Madrid, Juana Lujan, and Pedro
Sanchez, and were generally vindicated, but the full pueblo league had
not been measured and Spaniards were not expelled. YeCSpanish inaction should not be used as a basis for a Spanish title. Tafoya also cited
laws from the Recopilaci6n to counter G6mez del Castillo's vague citation, pointing specifically to Law 20, setting forth a zone of protection
around the pueblos free from Spanish livestock grazing. 56
At that point, Governor Velez Cachupin had the issue squarely in
front of him. But his choice was an impossible one, since strictly upholding the pueblo league would mean evicting Spaniards with valid
grants. The governor therefore referred the question to Licenciado
Fernando de Torija y Leri, a Chihuahua lawyer, for an opinion. Almost a
year later, the lawyer replied with a compromise that took the pressure
off Velez Cachupin. First, Torija y Leri stated his considered legal opinion that the rights of the Indians and of the Spaniards were about the
same. The royal laws protected the pueblos from encroachment, but the
rights of Spaniards like Juana Lujan who had legitimate titles also had to
be respected since they were the ones most motivated to defend the
province because they were also defending their own lands.
The compromise Torija y Leri suggested was to recognize the right
of the pueblo to its four square leagues, but to allow Juana Lujan to
remain on the land and measure additional land to the north and west in
order to make up for the Pueblo's lost land. Since the rights of the Indians were about equal to those of the Spaniards, in Torija's view, this
compromise would be fair to both parties "without opening the door to
many cases which will arise to other pueblos under similar conditions."57
Velez Cachupin embraced the opinion wholeheartedly as if it were
his own. It was the kind of compromise he favored in other cases, allowing him to give something to both sides, while validating the sometimes
mutually exclusive principles each was endorsing. The advocacy of
Tafoya helped achieve this result because of his persistent urging to
adopt the pueblo league. Instead of a hollow victory such as Rael de
Aguilar's 1704 vindication (in principle but not in fact), Tafoya could at
least point to the defeat of the Pedro Sanchez grant and the Marcos
Lucero claim, or so it appeared.
In fact, as mentioned earlier, Lucero was still on the land twenty
years later when former Alcalde Fernandez filed a petition on behalf of
both San Ildefonso and Santa Clara requesting league measurements for
both pueblos (Santa Clara on the north, San Ildefonso on the south).
Since Lucero's claim was between the two pueblos, should their four
squareIeagues overlap, his claim was in danger. Fernandez appeared as
advocate for both pueblos, like Alfonso Rael de Aguilar had in the 1722
dispute between Santo Domingo and Cochiti over the measurement of
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their leagues. But in the intervening years, procedures had developed
to protect pueblo lands, like more precise measurements and better boundary markers of the pueblo league. Such practices had developed to a
point where the advocate's job was easier. To see how this worked in a
specific lawsuit, it will be helpful to examine the San I1defonso/Santa
Clara case and the role of Fernandez in resolving it.
Born in Spain, Fernandez served in several important positions in
northern New Mexico local government. During 1762-63 he was both
alcalde of Santa Cruz and teniente ofthe Santa Fe presidio. In the 1780s
he became alcalde of Santa Fe, one of the most prestigious positions in
New Mexico. He was also named primer so/dado distinguido (most outstanding soldier) at the capitol's garrison. Fernandez learned about the
procedures involved with pueblo litigation in the 1763 San I1defonso
lawsuit, so by 1786 when he was appointed defender of San I1defonso
and Santa Clara Pueblos, he knew both the procedure and the facts
connected with San I1defonso litigation.
Fernandez alluded to the long history of pueblo grievances that had
given rise to the petition he was filing for both pueblos. Santa Clara
Pueblo had not been involved in as many lawsuits as had San I1defonso,
so Santa Clara's need was greater, claimed Fernandez. Santa Clara's four
square leagues, which by the 1780s was well recognized as "the league
which the king our lord ... grants to each pueblo" had never been
measured and Fernandez wanted it done and done properly. 58
Governor Anza must have been aware that the method of measuring
the league and of marking each pueblo's boundary was in question, for
he specifically ordered that a "waxed cordel containing 100 varas" be
used and boundaries marked with lime and rocks. 59 If lime was not available, then cedar stakes were to be firmly driven into the ground to form
a circle or square roughly two varas around that was to be filled with
four or five cartloads of stone. Anza's order indicates an awareness that
the problem with landmarks in the past had been the ease with which
they could be moved. The measurement proceedings were turned over
to Alcalde Jose Campo Redondo, who was even more specific about
how the measurement of the pueblo league should proceed. In the presence of Fernandez and Lucero and his family, the cordel was soaked in
water because no one could find any wax. Then Alcalde Campo Redondo
appointed officials to hold each end of the cordel and make the measurement, and another official to count the fifty cordels it would take to
reach 5,000 varas.
The first measurement started from the cross in the cemetery of the
Santa Clara church. It headed in a direct southerly line to reach the 5,000
varas at a point where a landmark was placed. Then the same procedure
was .followed from south to north starting at the San I1defonso church,
reaching the Santa Clara landmark, and then overshooting it by
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thirty-nine and three-quarter varas before reaching the full length of
the 5,OOO-vara San Ildefonso league. The measurement completed,
alcalde Campo Redondo returned the proceedings to Governor Anza,
who then referred them to Fermindez. 60
Fernandez made the most of the situation when he argued passionately how incredible it was that any former New Mexico governor could
make a grant of land between the pueblos when there was no excess land
to be granted, but in fact a shortage. Any grant that was made had to
based on misinformation or outright fraud, he argued, but in any case,
these grants to Spaniards were void, and no length of time of possession could change that. In fact, he argued, no one lived in the house that
had been built on the Lucero ranch, and yet the Indians of Santa Clara
continued to suffer from the Spanish presence because their livestock
continued to damage the pueblo's acequias and planted fields. Therefore, concluded Fernandez, Lucero and his relatives should be expelled. 61
Then Lucero took his turn. First, he asked Governor Anza to give
him some time to look for his grant documents. Then, in a somewhat
inconsistent move, Lucero demanded that the pueblos produce their
own grant documents. Even more confusing was Lucero's attempt to
rely on the 1763 Velez Cachupin litigation in order to establish his rights.
Lucero said that a landmark had been located in the course of that lawsuit upon which the pueblos agreed which put his ranch 336 varas outside the pueblo boundary. In fact, the measurement of the San Ildefonso
Pueblo league in 1763 placed Lucero 628 varas inside the pueblo boundary. Finally, Lucero challenged Campo Redondo's recent measurement.
He said that the measurement had not commenced at the proper spot,
that it was made with an old cordel that was not waxed but spliced together with straps, and that the Indians were trying so hard to stretch
the cordel by pulling it that they broke it twice. 62
Based on Lucero's statement, Governor Anza ordered that the Santa
Clara and San Ildefonso leagues be remeasured in strict conformity to
his prior order. A waxed cord was to be used and the cordel was to be
measured in full view of all the interested parties, a step that had been
omitted during the earlier measurement. When the second measurement
was made with the waxed cordel, instead of a forty-vara overlap, there
was a gap of 236 varas between the boundaries of the two pueblos.
Alcalde Campo Redondo measured the Santa Clara league twice and came
up with the same result. Then he compared the cordel used in the first
measurement to the one used in the second and found that the first one
was longer "because the waxed cordel does not stretch and the unwaxed
stretches very much."63
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Original Drawing by Glen Strock, 1996.

Fernandez then had his chance to comment on the latest measurement. He had agreed with the first one, it being the most favorable to the
pueblos, and he was still satisfied with the second, even though he
believed that it was not customary to use a waxed cordel in New Mexico.
He did acknowledge that the cordel used to measure the league in 1763
may have been flawed as it was "made of lariats, ropes, and leather
straps," but in both cases, the 1763 and the two 1786 measurements
demonstrated that Lucero's grant lay inside the San Ildefonso Pueblo
league. Fernandez touched on all previous points and concluded his
three-page statement by referring to a law (presumably in the
Recopilaci6n) stating that land farmed by Indians in excess of their four
square leagues was also protected from Spanish encroachment. Since
the land between the San Ildefonso and Santa Clara Pueblo leagues was
farmed by virtue of an Indian dug acequia, Fernandez asked that this
land (which Lucero also claimed) be granated to the two pueblos. This
was the same result" as occurred in the 1722 lawsuit between Santo
Domingo and Cochiti Pueblos. 64
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Lucero would have none of this, and in his response to Fernandez,
he came up with still another argument that proved to be simply a delaying tactic. Lucero charged Fernandez with altering the second measurement by incorrectly measuring the cordel so that it was three-quarters
of a vara longer than 100 varas, which resulted in approximately thirty
varas over the 5,000-vara league. He also claimed that the witnesses
who were present during the second measurement would corroborate
his charges. But when Juan Ignacio Mestas and Cristobal Maese were
questioned about Lucero's latest charge, they both testified that
Fernandez had measured the cordel after they had measured it, and all
had agreed that the measurement was accurate. 65
By this time, Governor Anza had all the information he needed to
make a decision. He approved the proceedings that led to the second
measurement which showed a gap of 236 varas between San Ildefonso
and Santa Clara, and he ordered that the pueblos each receive the land
encompassed by these measurements. Finally, he ordered that Lucero
limit himself to the 236 varas between the pueblos and if he should decide to sell, he must offer it first to San Ildefonso Pueblo. 66
Governor Anza was even more careful than Velez Cachupin had been
when he set forth all the reasons for his decision. Velez Cachupin's
decree, which Anza mentioned, was based on the Chihuahua lawyer's
opinion, whereas Anza took the Recopilaci6n off his bookshelf and referred directly to the royal laws. He cited the law that gave a league of
commons to each pueblo, and another that provided protection to all
lands farmed by Indians. 67
Fernandez was unable to participate in the final step of this litigation due to illness. Instead, Juan Ignacio Mestas appeared on behalf of
the pueblos to oversee the placement of permanent landmarks. As Governor Anza had ordered, a circle of cedar stakes was driven into the
ground and three (not five) cartloads of stones were dumped into it. But
the Indians had seen too many so-called permanent boundary markers
moved, so they built a wall of stone and mud one vara in height as an
additional landmark. 68
Fernandez was instrumental in helping the pueblos achieve a favorable result in this protracted and sometimes dramatic litigation, so it is
too bad he could not be present for the last act. His major accomplishment was the clear establishment of the pueblo league as the land to
which a pueblo was entitled. Whereas Rael de Aguilar mentioned the
pueblo league as early as 1704, it had generally been more honored in
breach than in observance. Even in 1763, the Chihuahua lawyer had said
that the rights of the Indians to the pueblo league were no greater that
the rights of the Spaniards living within pueblo boundaries. By 1786,
however, Anza was willing to tip the balance in favor of the pueblos.
They owned the land within their league by virtue of royal law. 69
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The laws in the Recopilaci6n that defined and protected Pueblo Indian property had been cited by Rael de Aguilar, Tafoya, and Fernandez,
but encroachers like Lucero had ignored them. Lucero could do so because he was never penalized. Following Anza's ruling, however, Lucero
was subject to a 100-peso fine if he failed to observe any part of the
decree or attempted to move the landmarks that had been established.
Another issue that Fernandez was successful in laying to rest was
whether the pueblos needed to show grant documents in order to establish their property rights. Lucero had made this argument in May 1786,
but Fernandez answered that "It is useless to ask that the Indians established in pueblos present the grants to the lands which they justly possess, because the same appear in the laws of our sovereigns...." The
rational tone of this response impressed even the otherwise obstreperous Lucero, who agreed that the pueblos did not have to have ·grant
documents. Lucero said that he would accept the pueblos' leagues as
long as they were measured properly.70
Litigation between the pueblos and their Spanish neighbors continued until the end of Spanish rule in New Mexico and throughout the
Mexican period. An official protector was again appointed in 1810 at the
request of Cochiti Pueblo, whose representative, Jose Quintana, journeyed all the way to Chihuahua for action. Quintana recommended Felipe
Sandoval for the job and the audiencia accepted. Sandoval appears to
have been the stepson of Felipe Tafoya and must have gained considerable knowledge from his stepfather about how to represent Indian pueblos.71
The battles won by the eighteenth-century advocates discussed
herein were built upon by the nineteenth-century advocates like Felipe
Sandoval. The pueblo league was measured, landmarks were moved and
reestablished, and the advocates for the pueblos presented increasingly
sophisticated arguments. 72 The issues presented by these advocates
echoed the questions raised in the Las Casas/Sepulveda debate: Were
Indians and genizaros people with reason and Christian beliefs like the
Spaniards, or were they idolatrous pagans whose property rights should
be viewed as those of a conquered people?
In 1550, Spaniards had little direct knowledge of the New World
Indians for whose souls they contested. Sepulveda had never seen an
Indian, and though Las Casas had studied them extensively, the ethnographic analyses he published were not widely read, if at all. Cortez had
brought two Indians who were adept at juggling to Pope Clement VII in
1529, and in 1550 a group of fifty Brazilian natives performed mock warfare on the banks of the Seine for Catherine de Medici and her court. 73
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Juxtaposed with these rather incongruous events that provided little
basis for European understanding of New World natives are the lawsuits between natives and Spaniards in central Mexico and New Mexico
similar to those discussed here. In central Mexico, judges like Alonzo de
Zorita, who started his career as abogado de pobres in Granada, Spain,
continued to study Indians based upon first-hand experience. Zorita
believed, as did Las Casas, that in some character traits the Indians were
equal, if not superior, to the Spaniards. Accordingly, his decisions in
Indian/Spanish litigation were often sympathetic to the Indian position. 74
A similar attempt to understand the Indians of New Mexico occurred
under Governor Velez Cachupin, who described Pueblo Indians as
"humble, docile, and very capable of cultivating their fields, raising livestock, and thrifty and respectable in their everyday dealings . . . ."
Genizaros, on the other hand, were "perverse, lazy, and with such serious vices that they are most difficult to regulate and subdue, because
they and their families love the life of the vagabond, moving from one
place to another, causing much damage to the planted fields and livestock." But genizaros were better fighters than Pueblo Indians, and
were capable of change with proper instruction, according to Velez
Cachupin. 75 Their views about Indians as either wild and unmanageable
or rational and civilized moved out of this Aristotelian dichotomy into a
more pragmatic viewpoint based on direct contact. They came to see
Indians as did viceroy Mendoza, who said simply that they were "like
any other people."76
The work performed by Spanish advocates on behalf of pueblos and
genizaros in the early part of the eighteenth century was not effective in
protecting native rights. The p()st-Pueblo Revolt accommodation between Spaniards and pueblos proceeded erratically, depending on how
the sitting governor viewed the notion of property rights for pueblos.
By 1749, Governor Velez Cachupin and his bureaucracy of local officials
began to show more concern for protecting pueblo land and water. Procedures for measuring the pueblo league and for appraising and accounting for land sold to the pueblos by Spaniards were refined and expanded.
The methods of measuring land and marking boundaries became more
specific, including references to waxed cordels. The Indians became adept
at preserving evidence and biding their time before bringing a lawsuit
until a favorable result could be reasonably expected. They realized that
landmarks were likely to be moved, so they sometimes placed a hidden
landmark underground so that a boundary could be relocated even if the
above-ground marker was moved. Such actions anticipated a practice
followed today in northern New Mexico whereby state-funded brasscap survey monuments, used as a starting point in most modern surveys, are protected from removal by having their location tied to a buried
monument. 77
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The effectiveness of Alfonso Rael de Aguilar, Felipe Tafoya, Carlos
Fernandez, and the other advocates for pueblo and genizaro Indians in
eighteenth-century New Mexico is attested to by the fact that the accommodation between Spaniards, Indians, and genizaros that began in
the early 1700s is still going on, with new lawyers representing the pueblos who use the arguments and facts carefully developed by those early
Spanish advocates for the oppressed. Genizaros have largely disappeared
as a group, and Anglos have replaced Hispanics as the conquerers. But
the role of the advocate has remained constant, and it is to the credit of
the Spanish system of justice that advocates were generally available to
mediate social conflict in New Mexico. 78
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"Designing and Mischievous
Individuals": The Cruzate Grants and
the Office of the Surveyor General
SANDRA K. MA THEWS-LAMB

Scholars such as Myra Ellen Jenkins, G. Emlen Hall, Ward Alan Minge,
and Victor Westphall have mentioned the spurious Cruzate grants without explaining their origins. 1 Perhaps these writers chose to avoid discussing the origin of the grants because their history is so intertwined
.with New Mexico's history, culture, and politics that a quick answer
could not be found. While most scholars have agreed that the Cruzate
grants are fakes, a position I maintain in this essay, I will explain their
appearance in New Mexico as land title documents for the pueblos. Much
mystery surrounds the documents, as those familiar with New Mexico's
land grants surely know, but I will begin to untangle the intrigue which
surrounded these documents from their appearance in the 1840s until
the present.
In the 1890s, Court of Private Land Claims expert William M. Tipton
declared the Cruzate grants fraudulent for many reasons, most of which
prove valid. First, he claimed that the Cruzate grant for Laguna Pueblo
was written ten years before the pueblo was founded. 2 Second, Tipton
argued that the language found in the Laguna Pueblo grant could be
found verbatim in the Ojeada sabre Nuevo Mexico, written by Antonio
Barreiro in 1832. The Laguna grant's countersigner, Pedro Ladr6n de
Guitarra, never existed. Although declared fraudulent in the 1890s, the
United States Congress confirmed them as valid titles in the 1850s at the
urging of New Mexico's Surveyor General William Pelham. This essay
will explain how the United States Office of the Surveyor General dealt
with the Cruzate grants and their impact on pueblo land holdings.
Sandra K. Mathews-Lamb, a visiting assistant professor at Nebraska Wesleyan
University in Lincoln, is completing her dissertation, "The Nineteenth-Century
Cruzate Grants: Pueblos, Peddlers, and the Great Confidence Scam."
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The Cruzate grants were named for Domingo Jironza Petris de
Cruzate, New Mexico's two-term governor between 1683 and 1686, and
from 1689 to 1691. 3 Born around 1650 in the Spanish province of Huesca,
Cruzate came to New Spain in 1680. Viceroy don Payo de Rivera Enriques
appointed Cruzate alcaldia mayor, an office he held until 1682. 4 Once
appointed governor in 1683, Cruzate had to face the ramifications of the
Pueblo Revolt. After expulsion from New Mexico by a rebellion of Pueblo
Indians and several nomadic Indian confederates, colonists huddled in
and around several ramshackle villages along the Rio Grande near
present-day El Paso. Exiled from New Mexico, Cruzate's subjects lacked
sufficient shelter, food, and even clothing. Determined to gain another
gubernatorial term, Cruzate led an expedition into New Mexico's heartland in 1689, sacking Zia Pueblo to prove that he could restore the lost
province. After this battle, which left Zia "devastated and burned,"
Cruzate reported more than 600 defenders dead. 5 Cruzate returned to El
Paso with more than seventy captives, among them Bartolome de Ojeda
(Zia Pueblo), a figure who would playa prominent role in the future
history of the Cruzate grants.
Records of the Cruzate grants in New Mexico first appeared during
the nineteenth century. One to two pages in length, the Cruzate grants
contain identical wording on each document throughout the first paragraph. Purportedly, they were drawn up in Nuestra Senora de Guadalupe
del Paso del Rio del Norte in September 1689 by "don Domingo Jironza
Petros [sic] de Cruzate, Governor and Captain General of the Province of
New Mexico," who took testimony from the apostate Bartolome de Ojeda,
a Zia War Captain, captured in 1689. The documents detailed Ojeda's
fierceness in battle, his wounding and capture by the Spaniards, and his
testimony before Governor Cruzate that he was literate in Spanish. 6
Governor Cruzate asked Ojeda whether each pueblo would revolt
again if the Spaniards returned, and Ojeda responded no. When asked
whether Jemez Pueblo would revolt, Ojeda replied that "they were very
much intimidated, and although they were concerned with those of Zuni
in what had occurred in the year previous he judged it would be impossible."7 The closing section of each pueblo titled described their boundaries. 8 Cruzate granted these lands presumably to provide legal ownership
for the Pueblo Indians.';
Ojeda's testimony illustrated that he had intimate knowledge of New
Mexico during the Pueblo Revolt (1680-92). Serving as war captain in
battle against the Spaniards, Ojeda probably associated with other pueblo
war captains who probably had specific information about their respective pueblo boundaries. Ojeda explained these boundaries to Cruzate in
1689. 10
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Although Cruzate possessed the authority to grant land to the Pueblo
Indians, numerous provisions already existed in Spanish law to guarantee land be set aside for Indian communities, and thus respected. The
Recopilaci6n de leyes de las Indias specified that al1 pueblos should
have "ample water, lands, woodlands, access routes, and farmlands and
an ejido [commons] one league long where the Indians can have their
livestock without having them intermingle with others belonging to Spaniards." Spanish law clearly promoted the protection ofIndian land from
Spanish encroachment. Another law provided that cattle ranches could
not be within one league of existing Indian communities, no sheep
ranches within a half-league. Without the Cruzate grants, Spanish law
protected Pueblo Indian boundaries. I I
In order to comprehend the Cruzate documents' impact on Pueblo
land holdings, however, it is necessary to review events which unfolded
after the United States signed the Treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo in 1848.
Since 1848, the United States adjudicated land holdings in New Mexico,
but remained unfamiliar with Spanish law. When New Mexico became a
territory in 1850, it became apparent, possibly through James S. Calhoun's
reports, that the land grant ownership issue must be settled. 12 Calhoun
sought government protection for Pueblo lands. He wrote, "the Pueblo
Indians, it [is] believed are entitled to the early, and especial consideration of the government of the United States. They are the only tribe in
perfect amity with the government, and are an industrious, agricultural,
and pastoral people, living principal1y in villages."13
To understand who owned what in New Mexico, the Department of
the Interior created New Mexico's Office of the Surveyor General in 1854
with specific instructions for its first surveyor, William Pelham. When
Pelham set up shop in Santa Fe on 28 December 1854, he was ill prepared
to understand, or even anticipate, the chal1enges that lay in front of him.
The Secretary of the Interior instructed Pelham to "make a report in
regard to al1 pueblos existing in the territory, showing the extent and
locality of each, stating the number of inhabitants in the said pueblos
respectively, and the nature of their titles to the land." 14 Pelham knew
that he was embarking upon an incredible task. What he may not have
known or understood was the effect that some of New Mexico's "designing and mischievous individuals" would have upon his job and his
subsequent place in history.
Pelham's multifaceted job involved col1ecting land titles, ruling on
their authenticity, and sending the documents to Washington, D.C. for
congr~_~s~onal confirmation. If confirmed, a grant would be surveyed
and patented by the United States government. To this end, Pelham's
instructions stated that he should "col1ect data from the records and
other authentic sources, relative to these Pueblos, so that you wil1 enable Congress to understand the matter ful1y, and legislate in such a

344

NEW MEXICO HISTORICAL REVIEW

OCTOBER 1996

manner as will do justice to all concerned."15 Indeed, Pelham commenced
upon a monumental task, but one which he undertook with great consideration. Carrying out these orders turned out to be much more complex,
confusing, and controversial than anyone could have imagined.
Pelham's early tasks included the approval or rejection of land titles'
validity. Although Pelham did not speak Spanish, he still attempted to
make sense of the grants and other existing archival records with the
assistance of the former secretary of the Mexican territory, Donaciano
Vigil, and Pelham's own secretary, David V. Whiting, both of whom spoke
Spanish. Whiting recorded the documents and proofed them for validity
or irregularities before turning them over to Pelham for approval. Pelham
not only trusted Whiting, but he may have placed too much responsibility on Whiting's understanding of Spanish laws. Pelham had no choice;
his office was underfunded, understaffed, and deluged with community
and individual land grants requiring action. 16
From the outset, Pelham possessed genuine concern for the welfare
of the Pueblo Indians and the problem of encroachment upon their lands.
In his report to the commissioner ofthe General Land Office dated September 1856, he stated that "the Pueblo Indians are constantly encroached upon by Mexican Citizens, and in many instances the Indians
are despoiled of their best lands." He urged Congress to confirm the
pueblo claims "as speedily as possible and that an appropriation be
made to survey their lands in order that their boundaries may be permanently fixed." Pelham decried encroachment and despoliation of Pueblo
Indian claims, stressing the need for rapid congressional approval of
Pueblo Indian land grants. From survey notes dated 1859 and the early
1860s, the only deputy surveyor who recorded Mexicans on pueblo lands
was John W. Garretson. Garretson's awareness of encroachment resulted
from his regular surveying of pueblo boundaries along the meanderings
of the Rio Grande. Pelham instructed deputy surveyors to talk to the
Pueblo Indians who accompanied the surveying crew regarding land
encroachment instead of actually traversing interior sections of the
grant. 17
The commissioner clearly directed deputy surveyors to take testimony and assess the grant's relationship to surrounding land. According to these instructions, a witness or representative from the pueblo or
community grant had to accompany surveying crews recording their
borders, yet Garretson personally observed encroachment on pueblo
interiors. Garretson's reports, while irregular, gave Pelham ammunition
to assist in protecting pueblo lands. During the course of his numerous
survey contracts, Garretson reported key pieces of information about
encroachment on pueblo lands. At Pojoaque Pueblo, Garretson recorded
that "Mexicans" occupied 90 percent of the 2, 100 acres of tillable land. IS
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At Picuris Pueblo, "Mexicans" occupied most of the land. Garretson
described the pueblo's twelve "dilapidated houses besides the church
& the indians have the appearance of poverty the sure consequence of
idleness and improvidence." One must wonder if the "idleness and improvidence" that Garretson wrote about directly resulted from Hispanics' occupation of the richest and most productive lands at the pueblo. 19
San Juan Pueblo also hosted non-Pueblo Indians on their land.
Garretson recorded nearly 100 homes on the pueblo not belonging to
Pueblo Indians. At Tesuque Pueblo, Garretson said "Mexicans" occupied fields that measured 100 chains wide within the pueblo's boundaries. Since only about 200 acres of tillable land existed at Tesuque,
according to Garretson, incredible tension between Pueblo Indians and
"Mexicans" resulted. 20
Since encroachment began before 1848, Pelham's need for understanding Spanish legal traditions and customary laws became more pronounced. Information about rulings by former governors and alcaldes
on land cases had to be gleaned from archival sources, and Pelham attempted to acquire the necessary documents from various archives. He
asked Governor David Meriwether for archives related to land grants.
Meriwether could not provide the documents due to the "immense
amount of labor and a heavy expenditure" of separating out those documents from the huge collection of papers in the public archives. Perhaps
Pelham did not want to be forced to rule on land grants from a purely
codified perspective. 21
Unable to secure documents from New Mexico's archives, Pelham
looked elsewhere for assistance, but ran into other obstacles. Learning
that many land documents were held in county seat archives throughout
New Mexico and in EI Paso, Pelham discovered that the transfer of documents and books required a fee. Since Congress denied Pelham's requests to purchase items as meager as stationery, Pelham had little chance
of acquiring desperately-needed documents or lawbooks from archives
in other counties or territories. Knowing that he faced exceedingly difficult odds in procuring lawbooks, documents, or funds to support a
knowledgeable staff, Pelham continued to request assistance from the
commissioner. 22
Pelham also perceived a lack of security for titles and other documents. In a letter to Commissioner Thomas A. Hendricks, Pelham argued
that while his building was "the very best and safest which is in the
whole City of Santa Fe," he described how thieves could scale the wall,
let themselves down from the roofs of adjoining houses, or dig through
the walls to gain access into the archives. Pelham himself slept in one
room of his office, while the porter, a "careful and prudent young man,"
slept in the room housing land titles and field notes. Pelham still worried
about the archives, so he acquired a large watch dog "for the purpose of
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San Juan Pueblo Survey showing meanderings of the Rio Grande and Rio Chama
by John W. Garretson. Pueblo Grants, Bureau of Land Management, Santa Fe, New
Mexico.

keeping the thieves out of the back yard." Pelham described the expenses he had incurred in keeping the dog and requested an allotment
for the dog's care. After all, he argued, it was not for his own benefit,
"but for the preservation of the public property." Hendricks sharply
replied, "Your [Pelham's] proposition to maintain a watch dog for guarding the record of your office, at the public expense, is inadmissible." Yet
Pelham believed that a mere thirty-five cents per year remained a small
price to pay for the archives' safety,23
Who might steal the documents? Although Pelham did not elaborate, one might guess that some of the same powerful interests that
already produced questionable documents might be behind such a deception. In a May 1856 letter, Pelham questioned his superior about
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fraudulent title papers and repeated his growing need for staff. Writing
to Commissioner Hendricks, Pelham asked if someone delivered an important land claim to him, and he believed the documents to be fraudulent, would he have the commissioner's permission to seek out an expert?
Pelham knew of someone in El Paso who "was well acquainted with the
signatures of the Officers who executed the title papers." Pelham hoped
the commissioner would allow this expert to provide "conclusive proof'
of a document's validity. Since the commissioner previously instructed
him to investigate carefully all claims perceived as fraudulent, and since
Pelham lacked the necessary expertise, he hoped to receive permission
to use an expert. In Pelham's official correspondence, however, he never
wrote to anyone in El Paso for assistance with fraudulent documents. 24
Issues such as lack of funds and staff, limited access to archives,
lax security, encroachment upon pueblo lands, and the existence of
fraudulent land records caused Pelham to become more adamant in his
desire to protect pueblo lands. Despite Pelham's sense of urgency in
acquiring Pueblo Indian grants, not all pueblo titles quickly found their
way to Santa Fe. By September 1856, the only pueblos testifying that
they had Spanish land grants included Taos, Santa Clara, Tesuque, San
I1defonso, and Pojoaque. Pelham wrote to New Mexico's superintendent
of Indian Affairs, James L. Collins, that the title deeds to "the Pueblos
Zuf'l.i, Laguna, Santa Clara and the Moqui Pueblos still remain to be filed,
and it is important that they be filed and acted upon by this office in time
for this transmission to Washington, to be laid before Congress at its
next session."25 Pueblo documents, however, were slow in coming. In
May 1856, Pelham reported to Commissioner Hendricks that "designing
and mischievous individuals" attempted to "impress this simple minded
though worthy people" that the United States government collected
pueblo titles in order to destroy the Pueblo Indians' proof of title. As a
result, Pelham argued, the Pueblo Indians refused to give up their Spanish land grant titles. They also feared sending their grants to Washington, D.C. for congressional confirmation. Although Hendricks instructed
Pelham to forward all original titles to Washington, D.C., Pelham tried to
convince the commissioner to allow him to send certified copies instead.
If the commissioner allowed this change of protocol, Pelham argued, the
Pueblo Indians would be able to come into his office to view their titles;
thereby reassuring the Pueblo Indians that the documents remained safe
and secure. With this solution posed, Pelham hoped to satisfy both the
needs of the government, as well as appease the nervous Pueblo Indians. The names and identities of these "designing and mischievous individuals" may never be known, but records illustrate that they tried
their best to discourage Pueblo Indians from bringing documents to the

348

NEW MEXICO HISTORICAL REVIEW

OCTOBER 1996

.

.~

Pojoaque Pueblo Survey by John W. Garretson. Pueblo Grants, Bureau of Land
Management, Santa Fe, New Mexico.

surveyor general. The distrust of the federal government promoted by
these individuals made the surveyor general's job nearly impossible.
Both New Mexico Pueblo Indian Agent A.G. Mayers and Pelham attempted to rectify this problem. 26
By September 1856, Pelham reported that since he arrived in Santa
Fe thirteen Pueblo Indian land claims had been examined and approved
by his office and transmitted to Washington, D.C., including the pueblos of Acoma, Cochiti, Jemez, Pecos, Picuris, Pojoaque, San Felipe, San
Ildefonso, San Juan, Santa Clara, Santo Domingo, Taos, and Tesuque.
Pelham reported that "the Pueblos of Taos, Santa Clara, Tesuque, San
Ildefonso and Pojoaque have been deprived of, and have lost the origi-
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nal title deeds to their lands, and testimony had been taken by this
Office, to show that the titled deeds to their lands were in existence, and
their loss partially accounted for."27 Pueblos without paper title to their
land testified that they previously had a grant document. Testimony
taken by Pelham indicated that many of their claims were based on a
Cruzate grant dated at the end of the seventeenth century. But several
pueblo land grants remained "lost."
In order to speed the process of retrieving and confirming pueblo
grants, Pelham relied heavily on agent Mayers to assist him in collecting
pueblo grants. Pelham not only requested that Mayers collect title documents from the pueblos, but that he complete a census form for each
pueblo he visited. Pelham explained to Mayers that the congressional
act establishing the office of surveyor general in New Mexico required
him to utilize "every means to procure information and testimony relative to all land titles in this Territory." The task proved difficult. Pelham
requested that Mayers bring "every species of data" which would expedite "the settlement [of] Indian titles to land." Pelham reiterated the
importance of validating Pueblo Indian land grants, and as Indian agent
Mayers became one of the most "authentic sources" for the surveyor
general's office. 28
Mayers attempted to carry out the difficult task Pelham required. In
his many letters to Pelham, Mayers reported his attempts to collect document concerning encroachment on pueblo land. In September 1856,
Mayers reported that the pueblos promised to hand in their grant documents soon, and he assured Pelham that he would do his best to furnish
a majority of pueblo titles to Pelham within a month. 29
Mayers ran into stumbling blocks from this point forward.
Non-pueblo people tried to convince Pueblo Indians not to turn in their
land grants. Hoping to convince the pueblos otherwise, Mayers tried to
speak personally with pueblo leaders, but was blocked at every turn. He
complained to Pelham that "the Gov & superintendent has refused me
permission to visit the Pueblos as [sic] their homes." Complaining further about "the limited means of performing my duty, as I have to await
the tardy process ofthe Indians. I find that some of them even Refuse to
give in their deeds or tittles [sic] to lands-fearing that this object of the
Government is to take their lands from them."30 Without being able to'
visit the pueblos individually, Mayers found it impossible to convince
the Pueblo Indians that it was not the aim of the United States government to steal their land, but to protect it.
.
The Pueblo Indians had another reason for not giving up their titles.
On 10 October 1855, a contingent of Sandia Pueblo Indians visited
Mayers, informing him that "Papers Belonging to them have long since
been deposited with the secretary of New Mexico." Although the Pueblo
Indians believed that their land grants were in Santa Fe's archives, they
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were not. Mayers realized how important personal contact with the pueblos was and continued pressing the governor to allow him to visit the
pueblos. Finally in June 1856 Mayers received instructions from Governor Meriwether to visit the pueblos of San Ildefonso, Nambe, Pojoaque,
Tesuque, and Santa Clara. 3 \
That same year curious information surfaced regarding some pueblo
grants. In a letter written to Mayers on 21 June 1856, Pelham reported
that former Governor Donaciano Vigil informed him that "certain Pueblo
grants are in the possession of a Mexican residing in the town of Socorro
in this Territory." Vigil explained that further information could be "obtained from an Indian of the Pueblo of Santo Domingo, named Juan
Esteban, who states that the grants of Santo Domingo, Sandia and Jemez
were obtained from the same person." Pelham urged Mayers to investigate and bring all pueblo grant documents to Pelham immediately.32
While some Hispanos urged Pueblo Indians not to turn in documents, others tried to confuse the issue of land grants by selling titles
to them. Donaciano Vigil informed Pelham that the pueblos of Santo
Domingo, Sandia, Jemez, Laguna, and Acoma received their grants from
a Mexican man in Socorro. Perhaps Vigil learned of the grants from a
court case in Socorro that had been in progress for approximately two
years. Vigil's information likely came from Juan Esteban (Santo Domingo
Pueblo) or someone involved in the Socorro case.
Never mentioned by contemporary sources before 1854, the Cruzate
grants became the subject of the case The Pueblo of Acoma v. Vicente
Avilucea, Ramon Sanchez, and Victor de la 0 (1854). In these proceedings, Acoma Pueblo's Governor Juan Jon Lovato charged the defendants with attempting to sell the pueblo a land grant document dated to
the late seventeenth century. Acoma claimed the document had been
stolen from the territorial archives in Santa Fe. Defendant Victor de la 0
claimed that the Acoma grant had been part of his father's library collection in Chihuahua, Mexico, and that it had been willed to him by his
father in 1810. When de la O's wife came to New Mexico in 1836, she
brought the documents with her. Pelham's correspondence indicated that
the three defendants sold Cruzate grants to the pueblos of Santo
Domingo, Sandia, and Jemez. Although not specifically referred to as
. "the Cruzate grants," the only grants that can be traced to the Socorro
defendants were in fact the Cruzate grants. 33
Originally filed in Socorro County on 26 August 1854, the case
reached the New Mexico Supreme Court for a final decision in 1857. In
court documents, witnesses revealed information that sheds insight on
the origins of the Cruzate grants. Born in the state of Chihuahua, Victor
de la 0 claimed he could not read or write. He was the "only child of his
father whose name was Gregorio de la 0 who died in the year 1810 near
Corralitos in the State of Chihuahua at the age of sixty-two years of
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age." His father was "a lieutenant in the draggons [sic] then in the service of the King of Spain, that he was a man of education and reading
and possessed of many books and papers at his death which have been
sold and squandered by this defendant who can neither read nor write in
his ignorance of their native value." De la 0 testified that his father, who
had died near the mining town of Corralitos, possessed the documents
at the time of his death, but de la 0 did not know when nor how his father
acquired them. He assumed that his father "came honestly by them as
waifs floating unclaimed on the boisterous ocean of some of the revolutions in his day." Nevertheless, upon his father's death, the documents
transferred to the ownership of his son, Victor. De la 0 testified that he
left Chihuahua for New Mexico in 1833. In 1836, his wife joined him,
bringing the Acoma grant and other papers with her. Since her arrival, de
la 0 testified, the documents remained in his possession. 34
The first person besides de la 0 and his wife who allegedly saw
these documents was Vicente Avilucea. On 6 November 1854, Avilucea
testified in the United States District Court that "a paper or document
... marked exhibit A [Pueblo of Acoma grant] came into his possession
in the year 1849 and he received said paper with others from the said
Victor de La 0." The identity of the other papers remains a mystery,
however, one might conjecture that they included other Cruzate grants
which he sold to other interested parties. Since de la 0 claimed he could
not read nor write, he employed Avilucea to determine the value of the
various documents he possessed. Avilucea assisted de la 0 in his "business negotiations" regarding the documents, specifically, to write and
read communications necessary for their sale. Avilucea reiterated that
he had no right nor title nor claim to the documents, "except as agent of
said Victor De la O.... This defendantdenies all fraud and combination
in said Petition charged against him." Avilucea claimed no interest in the
documents and denied that they were fraudulent. Corroborating de la
O's story, Avilucea reiterated that de la 0 was illiterate; yet, presiding
Justice Kirby Benedict was not convinced. Justice Benedict repeated de
la O's claim that his father, a Spanish military officer, was a man of education and reading. This "cultivated man" collected books and documents throughout his lifetime. Benedict failed to understand how such a
learned man would allow his son to be "so cruelly neglected, orphaned,
and not taught to read and write."35
Justice Benedict later stated that "This court adheres, as it must, to
the rule, that when a cause is set down for hearing upon Bill [a complaint], answer and exhibits, the answer is to be taken as true." Had
Benedict been able to question de la 0 further about holes in his testimony, about his father and de la O's alleged illiteracy, he would have.
Benedict's decision indicated his disbelief in much of de la O's testimony.36
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The last defendant, Jose Ramon Sanches, played a relatively minor
role in this affair. Sanches was "employed by the other defendants to
take a letter to the Pueblo of Acoma concerning a trade or contract which
was alledged [sic] to have been made between said Pueblo and the said
defendant Victor De la 0." Sanches testified that this encompassed the
entirety of his connection with the documents. While de la O's testimony clearly stated that his wife brought the documents from Mexico in
1836, Acoma's Governor Lovato argued that the land grant came from
the "King of Spain or his vice Roy [sic] many years since and the tittles
[sic] thereto made out in due form and deposited in the archives at Santa
Fe." Lovato claimed that somehow the three defendants came into the
possession of the documents which rightfully belonged to the pueblo
and "should either be surrendered and delivered up to the same or be
deposited in the secretary's office of said Territory for the use and benefit and protection and security of the right and lands of said Pueblo. "37
Acoma deposited its title in Santa Fe's archives years before, Governor Lovato believed, which explained why the pueblo did not have the
documents. According to surveys ofthe Santa Fe archives, however, no
Acoma land grants ever surfaced. De la 0 himself testified that no one
had deposited Cruzate grants in the Santa Fe archives, "or their existence would have been known to some one and the manner in which they
were taken away or lost out of said Archives would be accounted for."
As a relative newcomer to New Mexico, presumably illiterate and without any legal background or any knowledge of New Mexico's history, de
la 0 could not have been privy to Santa Fe's archival holdings. His only
"connection" with the Santa Fe archives occurred between 1836 and
1850, when he sold Laguna Pueblo's grant to Governor Manuel Armijo.38
Armijo obviously understood New Mexico's land grant difficulties well,
for during his two governorships (1827-29, and 1837-44), he issued
nearly one-half of all lands granted in New Mexico. 39 Armijo probably
knew from talking with Vigil, his territorial secretary, that no Cruzate
grant documents existed in the archives and might have mentioned this
fact to de la 0 at the point of sale.
Justice Benedict found it difficult to fathom how an illiterate man
could know enough about. Spanish and Mexican customary laws to know
that the Cruzate documents would be deposited in EI Paso. Benedict
asked how de la 0 could "account for the manner it [Acoma grant] was
taken away, or lost, from among those Archives? How did it escape from
there and become a "'waif unclaimed'? [sic] How, and when did, it desert
its secure abode, among the archives of EI Paso, and separated from its
companions upon the shelf, wander like a bird, from the arik of her safety,
to be found lost & floating, upon the revolutionary ocean, which the
imagination of the defendant, has pictured in his answer?" Benedict's
questions would not find solace in the Socorro County District Court,
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nor New Mexico's Supreme Court, where he rendered his decision in
1857. Yet he desired to know how such documents arrived to be "finally
rescued by his [Gregorio de la O's] illiterate son, as a profitable article of
trafic [sic] in his Pueblo Document market, in New Mexico." Kirby
Benedict insinuated that de la 0 lied, but de la O's character was not on
trial. Benedict seriously questioned whether the documents were in
Gregorio de la O's possession, whether Victor de la O's wife brought
them to New Mexico in 1836, and whether the documents were held in
the El Paso archives. 40
In defending his attempted sale of the document to Acoma Pueblo,
de la 0 argued that had the document been in the Santa Fe archives, it
would have been so noted and someone would have noticed its disappearance. De la 0 argued instead that the Acoma document probably
came from the El Paso archives (which he believed to be outside the New
Mexico Territorial Court's jurisdiction), yet he had no answer as to how
the documents came into his father's hands. De la 0 failed to explain
how the documents came into his father's hands, how they disappeared
from the El Paso archives (if indeed they ever were there), how their
value became known to him, and why his wife allegedly brought them
with her to New Mexico. If de la 0 had to have them appraised, why
would his wife have chosen these documents specifically, and not books
or other documents? According to de la 0, the land grant documents
would ~e deposited in the archives of the place where they were executed-in this case, El Paso, "a place now and always heretofore without the limits of the United States, and the jurisdiction of this court."
Although presumably illiterate, de la 0 understood enough Spanish law
to know that "the originals of all public documents and papers, remained
in the archives of the place of their execution." Justice Benedict himself
indicated that it was difficult to believe that the son of a lieutenant in
the Spanish dragoons with a large library would have left no provisions
for his son to be educated-especially ifhe willed all of these books and
documents to his son. Nevertheless, Benedict ruled that Acoma Pueblo
should not have to purchase something that was rightfully theirs. But
de la 0 possessed other Pueblo documents as well. 41
As Pelham reported, Sandia, Jemez, and Santo Domingo Pueblos all
purchased land grants from the same Socorro man, confirming suspicions that Sandia Pueblo had a Cruzate grant as early as the l850s.
When Sandia turned in its land title, however, Pueblo Indian leaders
cited a 1748 grant instead. This grant resulted after their return from
Hopi Pueblo, where they remained during the Pueblo Revolt. Perhaps
the leaders at Sandia understood that their 1748 grant had a better chance
of being accepted by Congress than a document purchased from a dealer
in Socorro. 42
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Pueblo Indians continued to receive confusing messages from various groups. While the United States government promised to protect
pueblo land, unscrupulous dealers sought to sell them titles and
Hispanos told them not to turn in their documents or the government
would steal their land. Hoping to resolve the Socorro issue for other
pueblos, Pelham and Mayers demanded that the rest of the pueblo title
documents in the possession of non-Pueblo Indians be immediately returned to the proper pueblos. But the case had to run its course, and
Pelham's attempt to have the other Pueblo Indian grants returned to the
pueblos did not alleviate Indian anxieties. Pueblos still balked at turning
in grant documents in their possession. Pelham continued to complain
to Commissioner Hendricks of the difficulties he had collecting pueblo
land documents. Hendricks wrote:
The people of the Territory are informed (in many cases by designing persons) that the decisions of this office on their claims
makes them no more secure than they are lit present: that it will
occasion them great amount of unnecessary labor and in many
cases expenses in paying ... witnesses which may be required
in the investigation of claims before this office [torn] therefore
very few have responded to the notice requesting them to present
"their claims."43
These words probably provided little assurance to Pelham. No resolution found its way from the General Land Office to him in New Mexico,
and the situation of document collection continued to deteriorate. In
defense of the Pueblo Indians, Pelham reminded Commissioner Hendricks
that the Treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo promised the "right of property."
The government had no right to "compel any citizen to produce his title
papers and testimony to his property." Pelham firmly believed that, according to this treaty, the Pueblo Indians had every right to keep their
documents and land, for they understood that the treaty was a "sacred
instrument and the highest law of the land, which must remain inviolable." Pelham believed that he could not rightfully collect their documents without breaking the treaty. Pelham knew that in order to gain the
pueblos' trust he had to firmly support their case by invoking the treaty
as a way to supercede the commissioner's instructions. He hoped to
convince the commissioner that the United States government had no
right to separate pueblos from their titles. But Commissioner Hendricks
denied Pelham's request to keep the original titles in Santa Fe while
forwarding only copies of the titles to Washington, D.C. for congressional confirmation. Hendricks reminded Pelham that in the original
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instructions to New Mexico's Office of the Surveyor General all "the
original title papers are required to be presented to and filed with the
Surveyor General, in whose office it was and is intended they shall be
carefully retained and preserved. "44
The United States government dealt awkwardly with Spanish land
grants for Pueblo Indians. During the Spanish period, grantees maintained possession of their title documents, passing them on to heirs or
selling them with the property to a new owner. The American system
demanded that all land records be centrally located in the territorial
government's archives. Yet it seemed to Mayers that the Pueblo people
were not being given proper consideration for their property.
New Mexico's Pueblo Indian agent, as well as the surveyor general,
pitted themselves against their employer, the federal government, in the
hope of reaching an equitable compromise with the Pueblo Indians. But
the United States would not acquiesce. Pueblos' suspicions that the
surveyor general would not return grant documents were well-founded.
Yet Surveyor General Pelham expressed great interest in seeing that the
pueblo titles were accepted as valid in short order. By 1857, just three
short years after Pelham's arrival in Santa Fe, Congress had confirmed
almost all pueblo land titles. 45
In just over a generation, however, the pueblo land grants, which
William Pelham so carefully maneuvered through his office and for which
he achieved congressional approval, would suffer the greatest blow.
They were thrown out as forgeries by the Court of Private Land Claims
in 1891 with the encouragement of land claims expert William M. Tipton.
All of Pelham's diligent work was for naught. Perhaps the "designing
and mischievous individuals" were right all along: the United States had
no intentions of returning Pueblo Indian land grant documents.
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fraudulent, and for that reason resisted subjecting those papers to official scrutiny?
Further research might uncover more information, but the full story may never be
known.
43. Hendricks to Hon. John M. Sandedge, 29 April 1858, box 1288-1, National
Archives, Denver, Colorado. Microfilm housed at NMSRCA.
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44. Pelham to Hendricks, 30 May 1856, Land Grant Records, roll 56, NMSRCA.
Commissioner's emphasis. He also wrote: "I have to acknowledge the receipt of
your communication of the 27th May last, enclosing a letter to you from A.G.
Mayers, Esqu. Indian Agent for th'e Pueblos of New Mexico, upon the subject of a
mistrust entertained by the Indians in surrendering their title papers for the purpose of being sent to Washington, and suggesting the property of keeping the
original evidence of title in your office and transmitting the authenticated copies
thereof to this, adding that this procedure would induce the Indians to file their
land title with you." Hendricks to Pelham, 5 July 1856, box 1288-1, National
Archives, Denver, Colorado. Microfilm housed at NMSRCA.
45. The exception was Zuni, whose documents were not approved and confirmed
until the 1870s. For an excellent overview of Zuni Pueblo, see E. Richard Hart, ed.,
Zuni and the Courts: A Struggle for Sovereign Land Rights (Lawrence: University
Press of Kansas, 1995).
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A Trail of Tangled Titles: Mining,
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Dismemberment of the San Antonio de
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SUZANNE SIMS FORREST

The San Antonio de las Huertas land grant is one of a handful of New
Mexican community grants that has survived to the present day. 1 It is
identified today with the village of Placitas (or Las Placitas as it was
known in earlier times), a small Hispanic community at the north end of
the Sandia Mountains about twenty miles north of Albuquerque. Both
the grant and the area are named after Las Huertas Creek and Canyon.
Protected by the high ridges of the Sandia Mountains, and fed by numerous springs, Las Huertas is known for its beauty. Today, however,
few people know about the old Montezuma Mine in Las Huertas Canyon, or that during the second half of the nineteenth century over
$50,000,000 in coal, copper, silver, lead, and gold was extracted from the
nearby mountains. 2 These mines were originally part of the San Antonio
de las Huertas land grant (figure 1).
Much has been written about land speculation for timber and grazing resources on the large grants awarded by Mexican Governor Manuel
Armijo.3 Considerably less is known about New Mexico's mining history
and the speculation for mining claims that occurred throughout most of
the nineteenth century.4 The Las Huertas grantees were not only caught
up in the fight for the area's mineral wealth, but two later grants, the San
Pedro grant and the town of Tej6n grant, were carved out of their land
holdings. The diminished tract of land incorporated in 1907 as the Las
Huertas community grant exists today only by virtue of three significant

Suzanne Sims Forrest, an independent scholar living in Placitas, New Mexico,
received her Ph.D. from the University of Wyoming. She is the author of The
Preservation oj the Village: New Mexico's Hispanics and the New Deal (Albuquerque: University of New Mexico Press, 1989).
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facts: the area confirmed in 1907 contained no mineral prospects of any
value; the mining boom had ended by that time; and according to the
terms of the patent, the government reserved title to any mines of gold,
silver, and quicksilver. s
The principal player in this drama was an influential politico by the
name of Jose Serafin Ramirez. Operating during the last years of the
Mexican administration and the early years of United States rule, Ramirez
made the transition with ease and found great monetary opportunity in
the process. Treasurer of New Mexico during the Manuel Armijo administration, attorney, businessman, sheep rancher, and mining speculator,
Ramirez played the land grant game with consummate skill, most likely in
association with fellow politicians from the Armijo administration,
Donaciano Vigil and Antonio Sandoval, prefect of the Second District of
New Mexico, and Ramirez's son-in-law and mining partner. 6 The trail of
tangled titles Ramirez left paved the way for more than a century and a
half of land grant litigation and the dismemberment of the San Antonio
de las Huertas land grant.
The area that comprises the San Antonio de las Huertas land grant
has a long history. The Ortiz Mountains contain the oldest mining district in the United States. Pueblo Indians began mining turquoise near
present-day Cerrillos as early as A.D. 1050. From A.D. 1300-1700, Indians also mined lead ores which they used on glaze-decorated pottery. 7
The Spanish explorers who arrived in New Mexico during the middle and
late 1500s secured mineral samples from various mine localities. When
these samples assayed well in silver the search for more began.
In 1598 Juan de Oftate, a prominent resident of the silver mining
town of Zacatecas in Mexico, received permission from the authorities
in Mexico City to colonize the area. His immense interest in the new
colony's mineral deposits led to his visiting the mines near Cerrillos
within a week of founding the first settlement at San Gabriel on 18 July.
In October, Oftate traveled south another ten miles to the pueblo of El
Tuerto located near present day Golden, New Mexico. There he must
have found more mineral deposits because by 1601 his close associate,
Vicente de Zaldivar, was there for the purpose of crushing and smelting
copper ore. 8
By 1610 the Spanish authorities had decided that the New Mexico
mines were marginal and most mining for precious metals ceased; however, mining for lead and copper continued because of domestic needs. 9
Excavations of four smelter sites near Golden revealed Rio Grande glazepaint pottery characteristic of the mid-to-late-1600s in association with
ore fragments, slag, metal, and burned adobe. These remains provide
evidence of what may be the earliest lode mining for extraction of metals
in the western United States. They also indicate that Spanish colonists
were mining and smelting ore from the San Pedro Mountains prior to the
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Pueblo Revolt. 10 The mining activity in the area was sufficient to inspire
the Spanish friars to found a mission named San Pedro del Cuchillo near
the pueblo of EI Tuerto in 1661. Although abandoned only a few years
later in 1670, the mission gave its name to the San Pedro Mountains and
to the mining community south of Golden that supported copper mining
in the San Pedro range. J J
While there exist very little data from the pre-Pueblo Revolt period,
evidence shows that in the 1660s a colonial official named Diego de
Trujillo made his home on an estancia on the west side of the Sandias,
that he called "Paraje de Las Huertas."12 Paraje means "stopping place,"
and the name suggests that Trujillo built his home on or near the crossing of two ancient trails through the mountains. Besides farming and
raising livestock, he may have worked one or more mines in the Las
Huertas area for silver and lead. 13
Trujillo fled New Mexico at the time of the Pueblo Revolt and died at
Casas Grandes, Mexico in 1682. His grandson, Juan de Trujillo, returned
to New Mexico with the Reconquest, but did not reclaim the family lands. 14
Probably Las Huertas was too vulnerable to attack by the fierce Faraon
Apaches, who entered the Rio Grande valley by way of the trails that
crossed the north end of the Sandias. They regularly raided the pueblos
and wrought havoc in the countryside.
Despite the threat of Indian attack, by the mid-eighteenth century
other Spanish settlers were interested in the Las Huertas valley. In 1765
a resident of Bernalillo named Juan Gutierres appeared before Governor
Tomas Velez Cachupin on behalf of himself and eight other heads of
families to request a tract of land at the place commonly called Las Huertas.
His petition stated the boundaries to be: "on the East, the brow (ceja) of
the mountain on the San Pedro road; on the West, some high hills pertaining to Las Huertas aforesaid; on the North; the brow of the Casa
Colorado Mountain; and on the South a red hill." Gutierres noted that
these boundaries injured no one and that there was sufficient water and
cultivable land for eight families "as in former times the said place was
settled by vecinos."1 5 Upon receipt of the petition, Velez Cachupin directed Bartolome Fernandez, alcalde mayor of Santo Domingo Pueblo, to
investigate whether such a grant would infringe upon the Indians.
Fernandez reported that he found no impediment. Despite the lack of
dissent, Velez Cachupin did not award the requested tract of land. 16
In 1767 a group of settlers represented by Andres de Aragon resubmitted the request for land at Las Huertas to Governor Pedro Fermin de
Mendinueta who had succeeded Velez Cachupin. Gutierres was no longer
listed among the petitioners, and the settlers clearly desired a community grant. Mendinueta reviewed the documents submitted to his predecessor and without further examination declared that, in the name of His
Majesty, the settlers were awarded a grant of land to be known as San
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Antonio de las Huertas. 17 The Governor noted one very important change.
Due to the increased number offamilies listed in the second petition and
because expansion to the north, west, and south would infringe on the
Pueblos of San Felipe and Santa Ana, and the settlers of Bernalillo, he
declared that he would extend the eastern boundary. The Act of Possession took place on 13 January 1768. Alcalde Mayor and War Captain
Fernandez assembled the residents of the settlement and informed them
of the decree. Then he conducted a tour of the land, pointing out the
boundaries and directing them to set up markers. The settlers plucked
up weeds and cast stones as a sign of possession, and all shouted three
times, "Long live the King, and may God preserve him." With that ceremony the residents of San Antonio de las Huertas took possession of
their land. The boundaries of the 1767 grant, as defined in the Act of
Possession, were essentially the same as those noted on the 1765 grant
papers with the possible exception of the eastern boundary. By the time
that document came to be examined by a court of law, it was torn at
precisely the point where the eastern boundary was set forth. The boundaries were described as follows:
on the north the brow of a hill near the town (alluding to Las
Huertas) and which stretches to (y corre hasta) a sharp crested
hill (creston) adjoining the watering place (aguaje) commonly
called Uila de Gato; on the south some red hills forming a ridge
(cuchilla) at the point of the Sandia Mountain; on the east the
place commonly called [torn]; and on the west some high hills
(lomas altas) adjoining the place commonly called the Plazitas
(sic ).18
The boundaries as set forth in the two documents, to the extent that
they can be deciphered, are not particularly obscure. The southern boundary of red hills and a ridge running to a peak in the Sandias can be seen
by any visitor entering the Placitas area from the west on Highway 165.
The Lomas Altas to the west of the village of Placitas now comprise the
real estate development called "The Overlook." The eastern boundary
of the 1765 petition described as the "brow of the mountain on the San
Pedro Road" carried the grant lands to the ridge of the San Pedro Mountain, since it clearly refers to the aboriginal trail connecting the old pueblo
of El Tuerto with the Rio Grande pueblos of San Felipe and Santo
Domingo. This road is indicated on a map drawn in 1779 by the cartographer Bernardo Miera y Pacheco, who was himself a resident of the area. 19
The road follows the Arroyo del Tuerto across the north end of the
Sandias, to the Arroyo Uila de Gato and then to San Felipe by way of the
Arroyo Tonque. The road was used by Las Huertas residents until late
in the nineteenth century as the shortest and easiest route to the mis-
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Unidentified miner washing placer gold, Golden, New Mexico, n.d. Detail of
original photograph. Courtesy of the Museum of New Mexico, neg. no. 154787.

Coke ovens and smelter, San Pedro, New Mexico, ca. 1886. Detail of original
photograph by l.R. Riddle. Courtesy of the Museum of New Mexico, neg. no.
76121.
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sion church of San Felipe, to which all had to go for sacraments such as
baptism, marriage, and burial. It is still noted on contemporary geological survey maps as a primitive road. The northern boundary follows a
ridge of hills connecting the Ufia de Gato spring with the boundary of
the San Felipe Pueblo Indian reservation.
While the Las Huertas grant, as delineated by the boundaries proposed in 1765, seems huge compared to the area patented and incorporated in 1907, it was not large for community grants made during the
Spanish period. 20 In all likelihood the 1767 grant was even larger. If Governor Mendinueta extended the grant to the east, as he promised he
would, it would undoubtedly have included additional parts of the Ortiz
Mountains. Although residence in the area was extremely hazardous
due to attacks by Apaches, the Las Huertas residents would have
benefitted from the deposits of silver, lead, an'd gold. Lode gold had
been located and assayed as early as 1722 in the Cerrillos area and deposits of silver, copper, and mercury were reported during the administrations of both Governors Velez Cachupin and Mendinueta. 2 ! Whatever
the case, there can be no question that the Las Huertas grantees knew
the extent of their lands. 22
There exists little evidence describing the activities of the Las
Huertas settlers in the years immediately following the awarding of their
grant. Presumably they kept close to their walled village of San Jose for
protection against marauding IndiansY There is no question, however,
that they clung tightly to the land and did not abandon it until required
to do so. Several documents in the Spanish archives indicate activities,
including lead mining, in the village and the immediate area between 1767
and 1818.24
Indian depredations became even worse after Mexico won independence from Spain in 1821. Lacking an army with which to defend the
many isolated villages, Mexican Governor Antonio Vizcarra ordered the
Las Huertas settlers to abandon their homes and fields in 1823 and take
refuge with friends and relatives in the better protected areas along the
Rio Grande. The settlers complied, but only with deep regret and a fierce
determination to return as soon as conditions allowed,zs
Within the space of a dozen years many Las Huertas settlers were
once more living on their grant lands, drawn perhaps as much by the lure
of mining possibilities as by the agricultural and grazing resources. According to oral tradition, the settlers left the old walled village of San
Jose, abandoning it after a severe drought dried up many of the springs
in the area. Sixteen families moved a mile south to a place known from
ancient times as Las Placitas. They named their village San Antonio de
Padua de las Placitas. Other families established homes about a half mile
e!ist along Las Huertas Creek at a place they called Tecolote. Still others,
represented by Jesus Miera and R~m6n Gurule, may have returned to
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lands occupied earlier on the east side of the Sandias. According to
Placitas oral tradition, Gurule settled briefly at San Pedro, then sold his
land to Jose Serafin Ramirez and moved a few miles west to found the
village of La Madera. 26
Sometime before 1840 a fourth group of Las Huertas settlers moved
about four miles northeast of old San Jose to a flat, fertile, well-watered
tract known as Tejon. Located on an ancient trail through the mountains, Tejon was ideally situated for trade. For years buffalo hunters had
passed through on their way to the staked plains, and by 1840 it had
become a stopping point on a southern extension of the Santa Fe Trail
from Las Vegas to Bernalillo and Albuquerque. Coal mines had been
discovered nearby so mining possibly was another motive for the settlementY Finally, around 1860, when the springs in the Las Huertas Canyon began to flow again, a group of Las Huertas settlers moved up the
canyon to a place just below the old Montezuma silver and lead mine.
Someone built a small stone house over the spring that watered the area
to protect it from being muddied by animals, and the area became known
as Ojo de la Casa. 28
Land speculation in the area may have begun as early as 1820 after
placer gold was discovered at Real de Dolores in the Ortiz Mountains,
twenty-five miles south of Santa Fe. 29 Placer mining offered an opportunity for economic independence for many small farmers who had been
forced into service with a patron in exchange for protection from Indian
attacks. With little experience and no more investment than a spade and
wooden bowl, an individual could accumulate significant quantities of
precious metal. Water for the process could be obtained from melted
snow, so placer mining provided both a source of revenue and an occupation for farmers during the winter months. 30 The placer deposits produced several million dollars in bullion during their initial exploitation
and caused a significant boom. In 1839 more placer gold was discovered
in the area around San Pedro. The two areas were known by many different names, but were most generally differentiated as the Old Placers
(Cerrillos area) and New Placers (San Pedro area).31
Shortly after gold was discovered at New Placers, Ramirez began to
take control of mining areas in the Sandia, San Pedro, and Ortiz Mountains. His first target was the New Placers near San Pedro. Documents
submitted in 1856 to Surveyor General William Pelham, together with
others related to a series of civil court cases during the 1840s, describe
Ramirez's actions and the many dubious transactions related to his acquisition of the San Pedro grant. It must be emphasized at the outset
that there is no evidence for the existence of either of the two San Pedro
grants except in documents and testimony that Ramirez personally submitted to Surveyor General Pelham.
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The story presented to Pelham began with a petition directed to
Prefect Antonio Sandoval from Miera and Ram6n Gurule for themselves
and on behalf of twenty other settlers of Las Huertas residing in
Algodones. In this petition, dated 16 August 1839, the settlers stated
that they had no land to cultivate on the banks of the Rio del Norte and
asked for a tract of vacant land known as San Pedro Rancho at the base
of the San Pedro Mountain. They stated that they had possessed this
land for more than forty years, but had been forced to vacate it in 1823
by Governor Jose Antonio Vizcarra. 32 They claimed this land not by
virtue of the Las Huertas grant, however, but by a later San Pedro grant
purportedly awarded to the settlers of Las Huertas by Governor Facundo
Melgares on 26 February 1820. The petition explained that, while the San
Pedro settlers no longer had a certified copy of the 1820 Melgares grant
in their possession, because it had been claimed from them by Governor
Melgares, the original was on file in the departmental archives. The
petitioners claimed the boundaries of the 1820 San Pedro grant to be:
"on the north the terminus of the league of San Felipe; on the south, the
Cafton del Agua; on the east the Ojo del Tuerto and its common; and on
the west, the banks of the Del Norte River." The San Pedro Rancho grant
petition requested a much smaller tract of land but, significantly, one
which included the EI Tuerto-San Pedro mining area with its placer deposits. Its boundaries, as stated in the 1839 petition were: "on the north,
at the outlet of the Arroyo de Chimal; on the east, at the little mountain
on a line with Ojo del Tuerto; on the south, at the outlet of the Arroyo de
San Antonio; and on the west, at the Sandia Mountain."33
The most puzzling feature of the alleged 1820 San Pedro grant is that
it was purportedly awarded to the Las Huertas settlers. The claimed
boundaries encompassed all of the 1767 Las Huertas grant plus lands to
the west that encroached upon the earlier town of Bernalillo grant. There
are many cases of overlapping grants in New Mexico land grant history,
but if such a grant had been made it certainly would have been remembered and protested by the Las Huertas settlers. No record, neither in
the documents, nor in the oral history, exists of such protest. When
protest did occur, it was only in the 1840s in response to the alleged
1839 grant. 34
According to other documents submitted by Ramirez, Sandoval referred the petition to the justice of the peace of Bernalillo, Pedro Jose
Perea, on 17 August 1839. On 22 August, one week after submission of
the petition, Perea reported to Sandoval that the petition was for a grant
"at San Pedro which is situated on the edge of the mountain called Sandia,
distant from Bernalillo four leagues to the east," that the distance from
point to point of the new commons was one-and-one-half leagues from
south to north and one. league from east to west, and that the persons
contained in the submitted list were well behaved. Although Perea re-
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ferred to a list of interested persons, no list was attached. The following
day Prefect Sandoval directed Perea "to place the grantees in possession, on condition that lands may be given to them for cultivation without injury to any third party. "35 As yet, no grant for any particular
quantity or by any particular boundaries had actually been made. 36
Before possession was delivered four individuals objected to the
proceedings. There is no record of a lawsuit, but the objectors are mentioned in a letter dated 4 March 1840 from Justice of the Peace in Sandia
Antonio Montoya to Secretary of Government Guadalupe Miranda asking him to proceed to apportion land at San Pedro. According to
Montoya: "Objection has been made by four individuals saying only
that damage will be caused to the lands. I do not see what it could be; I
think that it is or may be that which they intend to cause to the interested parties."37
In the meantime, three of the claimants, one of them Ramirez's father,
Antonio, filed suit against Juan Armijo, a resident of the san Pedro Placer,
for the lands at San Pedro. The suit states that:
In order to ascertain who are the owners of land there and if
they will contribute in paying the expenses which may be incurred in said suit, that they subscribe for that purpose and also
to ascertain those who relinquish their rights thereto, thereupon
this order is issued for the purpose of ascertaining the same. 38
Eight grantees were listed as having contributed to the suit, three as
having relinquished their rights, among them Jesus Miera, one of the
two principal settlers listed in the 1839 petition.
The lengthy suit was settled on 26 November 1844 through a compromise between Ramirez and Armijo. With this, Ramirez, representing
the alleged grantees, appealed to Perea, then acting justice of the peace
at Sandia, for revalidation of a document which he said was issued to
them by his predecessor, Antonio Montoya, in 1840. 39 Perea granted
them possession of the lands with certain conditions, among them that
they were prohibited from disposing of them before the expiration of
five year,s. Perea's revalidation was accompanied by a document dated
27 November 1844 listing the individuals who were to possess the lands
at San Pedro, noting that each was to receive 300 varas of land for cultivation, with 19,000 varas to be kept in common for pasture. Not surprisingly, those receiving land were only those who had contributed earlier
to Ramirez's law suit against Armijo.40
The following year, on 29 November 1845, Ramirez represented himself and the San Pedro grantees before Governor Armijo to request the
revalidation of the grant which he claimed Armijo had given in March
1840. He also asked for a southern extension of the grant to "Las
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Lagunitas de los Indios" and the "ceja de los Facunditos," a tract amounting to 5,000 varas. In reference to the missing grant, Ramirez explained
that it had not been attached to the other grant documents, "through the
neglect of Don Antonio Montoya, Justice of the Peace." Armijo sent the
petition to the Departmental Assembly the same day. That body approved a request from the San Pedro settlers, but the document is dated
26 November 1845-three days before Armijo submitted Ramirez's petition for revalidation of the grant and its extension. 41
Virtually everything about the San Pedro grant bespeaks a fabrication by Ramirez, but Ramirez could not have done it alone. He needed
help from high placed friends such as Prefect Antonio Sandoval, Justices of the Peace Perea and Montoya, and Armijo's secretary, Donaciano
Vigil. 42 He must also have had the cooperation of members of the land
grant community itself, upon whose cupidity he played with devastating results. They may well have been pawns, not envisioning the
long-term consequences of their actions until it was too late. But they
had to have been willing pawns, ready to cooperate with Ramirez for the
immediate gains he held out to them-confirmation of a more personal
claim to a particular section of the Las Huertas grant so that they could
get title to its mineral resources, or so that they could sell portions of
the grant for highly desired cash. G. Emlen Hall has shown that the value
of land had already changed by the 1820s, from a source of subsistence
to a commodity that could be exchanged for other things of value. 43 It
would be simplistic to think that this change affected only the upper
classes. It surely penetrated all levels of New Mexican society-a miasma rising from the grass roots that, aided and abetted in time by Anglo
entrepreneurs, eventually poisoned the entire community land grant
system.
As would be expected, Ramirez's actions met with resistance from
some Las Huertas settlers. 44 The record is sketchy, but it appears that in
1846 Ramirez physically ejected all the settlers who had not contributed
to his lawsuit from their lands at San Pedro. They filed suit against him
from their refuge in Algodones. Judge Trinidad Barcelo of the Real de
Tuerto issued an interlocutory decree declaring that the lands in controversy at San Pedro belonged to the settlers at San Jose de las Huertas. 45
Ramirez responded by spreading false accusations against Barcelo, so
many that the judge asked for redress from Governor Armijo in a letter
dated 23 October 1846. Disputing the charges made against him by
Ramirez, Barcelo declared that he had recognized as legal the 'original
power given to Miera by the settlers of San Jose de las Huertas on 11
August 1832 by Fernando Arag6n, alcalde of Sandia, and confirmed on
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4 July 1845 by Judge and Prefect of the First Instance, Francisco Baca y
Torrez. He also reported that Prefect Sandoval had barred Miguel Antonio Lovato, attorney for the residents of San Jose de las Huertas, from
practicing in his district. 46
On 24 February 1847, attorney Lovato brought the case to the Santa
Fe District Court. Speaking for the San Jose de las Huertas grantees, he
submitted a sworn statement that Ramirez had clandestinely and in bad
faith taken possession of their lands in defiance of Judge Barcelo's ruling and asked for a speedy verdict that would free the lands taken from
them by a trick played upon Prefect Sandoval. In June of the same year
Jose Maria Miera petitioned Judge Joab Houghton for a writ of ejectment against Ramirez, charging him with having forced him and other
residents of San Pedro off their land at gunpoint. Despite their pleas, a
jury found in favor of Ramirez on 1 January 1849. 47
Ramirez, however, had left his biggest and boldest trick for last.
Between 1846 and 1856, he purchased or inherited the interests of the
eight remaining San Jose grantees with the exception of a small parcel in
the possession of his father, Antonio. That done, he petitioned Surveyor General Pelham on 27 January 1857 for confirmation of the San
Pedro grant to him as its sole possessor. Claiming to have a perfect title
to the tract of land known as the Rancho de San Pedro, Ramirez cited its
boundaries to be those of the 1820 San Pedro grant that encompassed
all of the lands awarded in 1767 to the settlers of Las Huertas. 48 Pelham
held a hearing on 23-24 July 1857, and based on testimony from five
witnesses that the grant papers and deed were genuine and that Ramirez
had held quiet and peaceful possession since 1848, found the grant to
valid. Congress confirmed the grant on 21 June 1860. 49 The grant was
surveyed in August 1866 for35,911 acres. 50
Ramirez's dubious acquisition of the San Pedro grant was just the
beginning of his speculative activities. On 12 February 1844, he petitioned Governor Mariano Martinez for a tract of land known as the Cafion
del Agua, described as being located about a league from the Real de
. San Francisco near the El Tuerto placer mine. He based his claim on the
fact that he had inherited a mine on that property from his grandfather.
Martinez sent the matter to the departmental assembly and upon their
recommendation issued the grant on 13 February 1844. Ramirez presented
his claim to Pelham on 20 December 1859, filing the testimony of the
grant as evidence of his title. Pelham held a brief hearing, questioned
two witnesses, and recommended confirmation of the land. He took no
action on the mine, holding that he had no authority to adjudicate that
portion of the claim. Congress confirmed the grant on 12 June 1866. The
grant was surveyed for 3,501 acres in August 1866 and patented based
on this survey in July 1875. 51 Ramirez sold the grant to a mining com-
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pany called Cooley, Kitchens, and Company in 1866 for $40,000. 52 It was
later established that Ramirez had conspired with the Cooley, Kitchens,
and Company to fraudulently relocate the boundaries of the grant so as
to include a highly desired copper mine. 53
Ramirez's next target was the neighboring tract of land on the San
Antonio de las Huertas grant known as Tejon. Representing himself and
the residents of Tejon, Ramirez requested confirmation of the town of
Tejon grant. The court records reveal what may be one of the shortest
legal proceedings in the history of New Mexico. On 8 January 1856, a
resident of Tejon named Salvador Barreras petitioned Pelham for confirmation of the town of Tejon grant. Barreras had none of the original
grant papers. Ramirez explained that the title was inchoate owing to the
fact that the petition and other documents had been lost after the American occupation. In support of his petition, Barreras presented a document purportedly written in November 1840 certifying that Alcalde
Antonio Montoya of Sandia Pueblo had examined the records in his
office and certified that a tract of land at Tejon and Tunque [sic] had
been granted to Barreras and his associates by his predecessor. As with
the San Pedro grant, Ramirez did not list the names of any of the other
grantees and he presented only two witnesses-himself and one Ynes
Armenta. Despite these deficiencies, and evidence consisting only of
testimony to the effect that the town of Tejon had been in existence
since before 1846, Pelham found the grant to be valid. 54 Pelham transmitted his recommendation to Congress, which confirmed it on 21 June
1860. 55
From the lack of evidence presented in support of the Tejon grant it
appears that it, like the San Pedro grant, was a fraud concocted by
Ramirez. The motive for acquiring it was undoubtedly the coal deposits
known to exist on the property. 56 Ramirez presented the petition in the
name of one principal settler. Though Barreras signed for himself on
behalf of all other settlers, Ramirez apparently wanted to make it ambiguous enough that he could declare at a later date that it was a private
grant to Barreras, rather than a community grant to all the settlers at
Tejon. His intent, as with the San Pedro grant, was clearly to acquire the
interests of Barreras and then claim the entire grant as his sole property.
Although Ramirez's personal record ends with his death in 1869, his
machinations were not without the desired effect in the later history of
the town of Tejon grant. 57
On 10 January 1862, some years before Ramirez died, he petitioned
Surveyor General John A. Clark for confirmation of the San Antonio de
las Huertas grant "as present claimant."58 Ramirez did not list the Las
Huertas grantees or claim to represent them. He apparently based his
right to the land on his recently confirmed title to the San Pedro grant. It
is doubtful if the Las Huertas settlers knew the full intent or implications
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behind Ramirez's petition, but one settler by the name of Lucas Gurule
did know that it had been filed. According to testimony he gave in 1881,
he saw the Las Huertas grant papers in Ramirez's office sometime about
1861. 59
Whatever Ramirez's plans, the petition lapsed and nearly twenty
years passed before it was reactivated. Ramirez may have turned his
attention away from the Las Huertas grant when the Cooley, Kitchen,
and Company became interested in buying both his San Pedro and Canon
del Agua grants. On the other hand, because of the Civil War, Indian
hostilities, and a law of 2 June 1862 requiring private surveys to be made
at the expense of the claimant, no grants were disposed of during the
terms of Surveyor General Clark, who assumed office in October 1861, or
his successor Benjamin Cutler, who died in October 1868. 60
On 12 May 1881, the law firm of Chaves and Wade resubmitted the
petition for title to the Las Huertas grant filed by Ramirez in 1862. This
time the settlers of Las Huertas were surely aware of the petition and
eager to get clear title to their land. That included the settlers at Tejon,
who must have felt their claim to the town of Tejon grant was threatened. In the extensive testimony taken in preparation for the hearing
before the surveyor general, they insisted that the settlers at Tejon held
title to their land under the Las Huertas grant. The Las Huertas settlers
had good reason to be concerned. The mining boom throughout the area
had brought prospectors and land speculators eager to buy up land and
mining claims. It had even brought a gold rush to Placitas in the 1870s
that involved New Mexico's Territorial Governor Lew Wallace as one of
the speculators. 61 While Ramirez was identified as one of the representatives of the original grantees, the grant as resubmitted was on behalf of
"the heirs, assigns and legal representatives of Andres Aragon et al."62
The testimony makes abundantly clear that mining was very much a
motive in wanting to get the grant approved. A newly prepared sketch
map submitted with the petition showed the mining area known as the
Real de Dolores in the Ortiz Mountains to be on or within the eastern
boundary oJ the Las Huertas grant. There are so many inaccuracies in
the map, however, that it is doubtful if anyone really familiar with the
area made it (figure 2).63
Testimony revolved about two main issues: the legality of the grant
papers, since the originals were missing from the Spanish and Mexican
Archives; and the exact location of the eastern boundary. Since the eastern boundary awarded in 1767 was illegible on the judicial act of possession, that boundary, so important because of the existence of mines on
the east side of the grant, had to be .established by oral testimony.
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Figure 2: Sketch map of the Las Huertas grant submitted with the .1881 petition.
Land Grant Records, Surveyor General Report 144, NMSRCA.

Three witnesses were called: Lucas Gurule, a well-respected leader
of Placitas but by then an old man of eighty~three years; Jose Arag6n of
Tej6n, age fifty-five; and Antonio Jose Gallegos of Tej6n, age
thirty-six. 64 Gurule swore that the documents filed by Ramirez in 1862
were copies of the original grant papers despite the fact that ~hey bore
no official seal and were not on stamped paper. Gurule testified that he
had seen the entire expediente in 1821 because an inspector general had
been sent from Mexico to check on the status of the old Spanish land'
grants. Gurule and other Las Huertas grantees had met with the inspector general to settle a dispute with Apache Indians over the use of their
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hunting grounds. Gurule had met the inspector at the Palace of the Governors in Santa Fe, and they had inspected the Las Huertas grant documents. One paper, Gurule declared, bore a large seal and the others bore
marks. He said he could testify to the correct boundaries of the grant
because he had heard the grant read. In addition, the inspector general
had returned to Placitas where he had led Gurule and sixteen other Las
Huertas settlers on a tour of the grant lands, pointing out the natural
objects that marked the grant's boundaries. Gurule swore that he had
seen the grant papers at three later times: in the office of the surveyor
general when he was given a certified copy of the grant; about 1861 in
the office of Ramirez; and about 1872 in the home of Jose Leandro Perea,
a wealthy sheep rancher in Bernalillo. Although Gurule could not read
the documents shown him at the trial because of his poor eyesight, he
swore that when he was younger he "could read, and write a little. "65
All three witnesses testified that the landmarks identifying the eastern boundary of the grant were the Canon del Agua and the Ojo del Oso
(Bear Spring) or, as it was better known in 1881, the Real de Dolores (a
gold mining camp) in the Ortiz Mountains; and that the boundary on the
south was the southern boundary of the San Pedro grant. They agreed
that there were mines and miners on the grant, and each witness gave, in
his own words, a description of the location of the old San Pedro Road. 66
Despite the extensive testimony, the petition did not come up for a
hearing. In 1885 Surveyor General George Julian arrived in New Mexico
determined to clean up the notorious mess left by his predecessors.
Finding the still unconfirmed petition for the Las Huertas grant among
his files, Julian wrote the claimants' attorney to ask if the latter wished
to submit any further evidence in connection with the case. The attorney advised Julian that he had withdrawn from the case and intimated
that the case "could not be won owing to defects in the proof as to the
boundaries. "67
Julian reviewed the testimony presented as evidence in the Las
Huertas petition and rejected it. In striking contrast to the cursory hearings that passed for a review by Pelham, Julian's nitpicking and obtuse
reading of the testimony seems deliberately biased. He based his decision on the fact that all of the claimants had not been named and identified as heirs, that the boundaries as described by the three witnesses
appeared to contain contradictions, and that the boundaries embraced
the town of Tej6n grant which by then had been confirmed and patented. He found the testimony of the three witnesses, because they had
an interest in having the grant confirmed, to be unreliable, and the testimony of Gurule to be dishonest because he swore that the grant papers
were originals even though they did not bear the necessary seal and
were not on stamped paper. Julian also discredited Gurule's testimony
because, "as he admits that he could read but little." Finally, Julian did
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not believe there was satisfactory proof as to the legality of the documents presented in the case because the original grant documents were
missing from the archives in,Santa Fe, He did admit, however, that the
signatures on the grant papers "show a very strong similarity" with
those on contemporary papers in the archives known to be genuine,
Julian's decision was delivered to the people of Placitas on Christmas
Eve 1885,68
Since it is most unlikely that the Las Huertas settlers would have
elected to withdraw their petition without at least a hearing before the
surveyor general, one is led to conclude that Chavez and Wade had their
own reasons for dropping the suit. If, as seems likely, they were trying
to get control of the Las Huertas lands for themselves and/or others,
quite possibly a large mining interest, another matter of a higher priority
must have intervened or negated the importance of the Las Huertas
property. What is certain is the grant had been confirmed in 1881, someone was poised to lay claim to it by virtue of a partition suit 69 Among
the miscellaneous land grant records in the Governor Ross papers are a
number of quit claim deeds to Las Huertas and Tej6n properties; all of
them purchased by a rural land dealer named Florencio Sandoval between 1872 and 1881,70
At the same time that someone was preparing to file suit to partition
the Las Huertas lands, attorney John H. Knaebel filed a suit for a partition of the Tejon lands in October 1881, Basing his suit on the fact that
he had acquired enough titles to Tejon properties to claim an undivided
fourth part of the Tejon grant, he published the required but obscure
notice to the heirs. 71 His plans must have been derailed, however, when
Jose Leandro Perea, the wealthy patron of Bernalillo, learned about the
suit. Perea, it turned out, had already purchased the interests of Salvador Barreras, the only settler actually named in the original grant partition, as well as the interests of his four children. In February 1882, Perea
paid for a survey of the grant, thereby securing a lien on the property,
and in turn received a patent in favor of the inhabitants of the town of
Tejon. 72
In May 1883, Perea's son-in-law, Mariano S. Otero, answered
Knaebel's suit for himself and other heirs of Perea, now deceased. In the
trial that followed, Thomas B. Catron, attorney for Otero and the other
Perea heirs, successfully argued that because Barreras was the only
name listed on the 1840 Tej6n grant, Congress had confirmed a private
grant awarded to him solely, and not jointly with the other Tej6n residents. By buying the interests of Barreras and his heirs, Catron contended, Perea had bought the grant. The 12,80 I acre grant was patented
to Perea's estate on 27 February 1886, from which it passed by will to his
son-in-law,Otero. 73
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In May 1890 Otero filed a title suit against several people including
Luis Chaves and Jose Antonio Zamora for possession of the town of
Tej6n grant. The Tej6n settlers, led by the same Jose Aragon who had
been a witness in the 1881 Las Huertas grant hearing, were determined
to continue fighting. On 20 February 1893, the commissioners of the
town of Tej6n signed a contract employing George Hill Howard of the
Washington, D.C. law firm Howard, Jeffries and Earle to represent them
for fifty pesos and the eastern one-fourth part of the Tej6n grant. Howard
contended that they held title as heirs of the town of Tej6n grant as
co-grantees with Barreras and not under Barreras, that the tract was
granted to Barreras for "himself and others" for the purpose of a colonization plaza, and that this fact was implicit in the awarding of the grant
to the town ofTej6n. When the defendants claimed that there was never
a corporation known as the "Town of Tej6n," Howard answered that
there was a body known as the "inhabitants of the Town of Tej6n."
Howard pleaded in vain for his clients "day in court." In March the court
master overruled Howard's objections. 74
At the same time that the Tej6n settlers were making their last ditch
effort to keep their land, two petitions were filed for the San Antonio de
las Huertas grant before the newly created Court of Private Land Claims. 75
The first petition was filed by attorney Catron on behalf of the Las
Huertas settlers, represented by grant commissioners Jose L.A. Gurule
and Francisco Trujillo. Dated 14 February 1893, the petition claimed about
40,000 acres. The second petition, dated 3 March 1893, was filed by
none oJher than Howard. It claimed approximately 150,000 acres and represented another group of Las Huertas settlers led by Antonio Jose
Gallegos of Tej6n. 76
The two petitions essentially were the same except for the boundaries. The first petition, Private Land Claim (PLC) number 90, alleged
that since the description of the boundaries of the grant had been torn
in the 1767 Act of Possession, it would locate the eastern boundary at
the old road running from Santo Domingo Pueblo to the old San Pedro
Pueblo, in part along the arroyo Una de Gato. The second petition, PLC
269, alleged that the portion torn from the 1767 Act of Possession would
have shown the eastern boundary of the grant to be "the brow of the
mountain on the San Pedro road" and the "Ojo del Oso" spring near the
Real de Dolores, a settlement near the center of the Ortiz Mine grant
some fifteen or twenty miles east of the point named by the plaintiffs in
case PLC 90. The southern boundary extended to some red hills known
as the Cuchilla Pelada at the end of the Sandia Mountains. The tract
claimed included most or all of the San Pedro grant, now owned by the
Santa Fe Copper Company; the western half ofthe Ortiz Mine grant, now
owned by the New Mexico Mining Company and Catron; the southern
one-fourth of the Mesita de Juana Lopez grant, now owned by the
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Cerrillos Coal Railroad Company and Catron; a portion of the so-called
Cafton del Aguagrant now owned by the Santa Fe Copper Company;
and the whole of the town of Tej6n grant, which, it was contended, was
only a partition of the 'Huertas grant. A sketch map filed with the petition outlined the claimed area.
Defendants named in the suit were the United States of America,
Thomas B.Catron, the New Mexico Mining Company, the Cerrillos Coal
Railroad Company, and the Santa Fe Copper Company. In June, Howard
filed an intervention to'PLC 90 adding Mariano S. Otero and the town of
Tej6n to the list of defendants as owners of the Tej6n grant and the San
Pedro and Cafton del Agua Company as owners of the Cafton del Agua
grant. The two contending petitions have raised many questions, some
of them within the Las Huertas land grant association. Why, for example,
did Jose Gurule and Francisco Trujillo, both highly respected commissioners in the 'Las\Huertas grant, turn to Catron to represent them when
Catron was well ,known for his "Santa Fe Ring" connections and his
overly shrewd acquisition of land? How could they have been
co-plaintiffs with .Otero, after, he joined the suit in April 1893, when
Otero had so recently seized the Tej6n lands? What interest did Catron
have in the Las Huertas grant, since he, and his long time associate,
Steven B. Elkins, a partner in the Santa Fe Ring, already controlled most
of the mining properties in the area?
Catron and'Elkins wanted no threat to their mining claims. Each owned
a three-sevenths 'portion of the Mesita de Juana Lopez grant. Catron
was a stockh,9ld~rinthe Cerrillos Coal Railroad Company, which owned
the Madrid area afted885,andhehad a one-half interest in the town of
Cerrillosandothersmaliland:hoidings on the Galisteo River. Elkins controlled the New<Mexico':Mining Company from 1880-99 and through it,
the Ortiz MiQe;grant. 77 ,
Howard's 'motives 'are equally clear. His petition in support of the
second group'ofLas iHuertas settlers, many of whom were also Tej6n
grantees,till;eatened'Catron's and Elkins's holdings as well as Otero's
claim to th,e Tej6n lands and coal deposits. Even before Howard lost the
final Tej6n suit;:he:may 'haveanticipated'filing a counter claim to the Las
Huertas grant.'It':was a desperately bold move reminiscent of the one
tried earlier'by Ramirez,to claim all the other mining properties through
the originall;lO,urtdat:,ies :0£ the Las Huertas grant. 78 That he was more
concerned w,ith the:niining claims than the rights of the settlers is clear
from a le~ter writt,en :in ,June l893 to the president of the Cerrillos Coal
Railroad Comp~ny. 'In it'H9ward.,stated:
We represertt',one 'of two claimant groups to the San Antonio de
las Huerta~,;graIWnow'before,the Court of Private Land Claims
(Guru'le"et.~I.;,,~o.})Q),'~hich:thoughnot yet confirmed has time
~
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precedence over the Ortiz and Mesita de Juana Lopez grants
and claims title to their lands. We intend to hold you responsible for all the coal mined. 79
The Las Huertas grant commissioners, Jose Gurule and Francisco
Trujillo, could hardly have known of the high level machinations going
on about them. They were, however, thoroughly familiar with local politics. Besides the fact that there may have been political debts to pay and
credits to collect, they would have known that no attorney was more
capable of getting his way in land grant cases than Catron. With no
money to pay for a: surveyor an attorney, Catron's offer to represent
their interests in exchange for the eastern third of the grant must have
seemed the best deal available-even after Howard submitted his petition,claiming over three times more land. Not knowing what the land
lawyers had in store for the grant, they would have been pleased if
either petition resulted in a confirmation and patent to their lands. Catron,
however, would have been confident that he could get Howard's daring
petition thrown out of court.
The court dismissed PLC 269 very early ordering the consolidation
of the two claims under PLC 90. The consolidated case came up for trial
on 18 May 1897. At that time the Santo Domingo and San Felipe Indians
entered the trial on the basis that portions of their grants were being
challenged by PLC 269. Howard withdrew to consider their objections,
and PLC 90 was argued to conclusion. Questions concerning the existence and legality of the grant itself were dismissed at the outset with the
court declaring that full legal proof had been taken and submitted and
that the petitioners were' entitled to the relief sought. What remained to
be decided in the lengthy testimony was the validity and extent of the
grant boundaries. Jose Gurule, Juan Chaves, and Francisco Trujillo answered questions concerning the eastern boundary of the grant, its relation to the arroyo Vila de Gato and the "old San Pedro Road." They
also answered questions about the relation of these landmarks to the
Ojo del Tuerto and the Ojo del Oso.
Much legal testimony concerned the exact whereabouts of the "old
road to San Pedro," with the government endeavoring to prove that it
was a much shorter trail through the Las Huertas Canyon, and the witnesses trying even harder to insist that it ran from San Felipe Pueblo and
along the arroyo Vila de Gato. None of this was really relevant, however,
had anyone really cared to, represent the interests of the Las Huertas
grantees. The original grant had specified the ceja on the San Pedro
Road and that, according to Spanish legal custom, would have carried
the grant to the top of the designated mountain regardless of the location of the road. 79 In the end, the witnesses for PLC 90, assisted by

SUZANNE SIMS FORREST

381

Catron, prevailed over the government, which tried to restrict the grant
boundaries to a much smaller area. The court accepted the Arroyo Una
de Gato as the eastern boundary of the Las Huertas grant, in effect
confirming that Tej6n had been patented illegally.
The two cases were reconsolidated in October 1897 and on 5 October 1897 the Court confirmed the Las Huertas grant according to the
boundaries requested in case PLC 90. The final decree was delayed for
nearly two more years because ofa difference between the plaintiffs and
the government over whether the confirmation included the lands covered by the confirmed town of Tejon grant. The problem was not resolved until both sets of petitioners agreed to accept the court's
determination that, since the town of Tej6n grant had already been patented, the San Antonio de las Huertas grant boundaries had to be drawn
without this substantial tract of land. The decree in the consolidated
causes was finally entered on 24 August 1899. 8 \
The second group of Las Huertas grantees represented by Gallegos
and attorney Howard appealed the decision to the United States Supreme Court but failed to have the appeal filed and docketed. The Supreme Court dismissed the proceedings on 19 March 1900. The official
survey of the grant, which excluded the town ofTej6n tract, showed that
it encompassed a scant 4,763.85 acres (figure 1). Catron received
one-third of the grant as payment for his services. Jose Gurule signed
the receipt for the patent as the claimant empowered and authorized to
do so. He later signed it over to the Las Huertas land grant commissioners, who gave him 500 acres for his services in defending the grant. 82
The Las Huertas grantees, who, by the terms of Article 14 of the Court of
Private Land Claims Act, should have been indemnified by the government at a rate not to exceed $1.25 an acre for the loss of the Tejon lands,
received nothing. 83
The Las Huertas grant was incorporated on 18 November 1907. Even
before it was incorporated a partition suit was filed against it in October
1907 by a group of individuals represented by attorney Alonzo B.
McMillen. 84 The Las Huertas residents hastily assembled and elected
Jose Gurule custodian of the grant and their official representative.
Though the court records for the suit are missing, the docket shows that
it was dismissed on 30 November 1911. 85 However, the commissioners
lacked money with which to pay their attorney. In February 1916, they
filed a petition requesting authority to make deeds to all those in possession of the land so that they could sell portions and by this means
raise money to pay their debts to the attorney and custodian Gurule. 86
Sometime before the Las Huertas grant litigation came to an end, the
settlers of Tej6n were forced by a series of court decrees to leave their
land and homes. After Otero died on 28 September 1904, his two sons
decided to turn the old walled town, deserted but still well-preserved,
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into a historic museum. They hired Antonio:.10se:GaHegps.to watch the
place, but he was powerless to keep: outi'the:doote"rs:B'y, .th~ time the
walls and houses had crumbled, thegrant~~d:slipp~&thro4ghthehands
of the heirs and into the hands oftheiF Ia:W.y'er;NeiFB(Eield~7Hewrote an
elaborate prospectus, advertising the grant£!is:ai,minera.lr'gplht. It is now
a privately ownedranch. 87 Thoughman;y\ of~the'lias'Huertas grantees
have sold all or portions of their lands,an&thetgrant-;has~hadtosell off
portions of the common lands to pay the,costs; of continuing litigation,
the Las Huertas grantees still have titletotheir,commlinityland grant.
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MINING 'IN THE ORTIZ MINE AREA
AND THE HlSTORY OF THE SAN ANTONIO
DE LAS HUERTAS GRANT CHRONOLOGY

1540 Expedition of Fmncisco Vasquez de Coronado, but no attempt
was made to trace source of silver/lead ores.
1581 Francisco SanchezChamuscado actively prospected for silver
in Cerrillos area. Antonio ~Espejo followed up in 1582-83.
1582 Ores from Cerrillos deposits assayed in Mexico show fifty per.
cent silver.
'1590 Gaspar de Sosa .reports minerals near San Marcos and in San
Pedro area..
1591 Tlascalan·miner:s from Zacatecas given special concessions for
agreeing to move to northern frontier.
1598-1605 :TuandeOfiate prospects Ortiz Mine area. Ofiate colonists build arrastrasnear'Cerrillos and San Pedro. Ore deposits of Golden
(Tuerto) and San Marcos areas used as justification for continued resupply and assistance from central Mexico.
1600-1630NewMexico sHverand gold deposits declared marginal.
Mining for precious metals ceases after 1610. Mining of copper and lead
continues for ·domestic purposes.
1661-'1670 Mission of San Pedro del Cuchillo gives name to San
Pedro Pueblo and Mountains.
1667 .Letter of questionable authenticity alleges five mines in Las
Huertas area.
1670-1680 Diego de Trujillo establishes an estancia at Paraje de las
Huertas.
1680 Pueblo Revolt.
1692 Diego de Vargas leads the Reconquest of New Mexico. Jacques
Grolet and Jean ·L 'Archeveque, later Hispanicized to Gurule and
Archibeque, and other ancestors of Las Huertas grant founders arrive in
New Mexico.
1713 Governor Juan Mogollon grants mineral claim in San Pedro area
to Captain Alfonso Rael de Aguilar, who develops it into a joint-stock
company.
1717 Lead mine granted in San Marcos area to Diego Arias de Quiros
by Governor Juan Hurtado.
1722 Lode gold reported in Cerrillos area.
1731 Las Huertas is the assembling point for punitive expeditions
against marauding Apaches and Comanches.
1763 Tomas de Sena registers Nuestra Sefiora de los Dolores Mine in
Tuerto area.
1765 Juan Gutierres petitions Governor Velez Cachupin for tract of
land at Las Huertas. Boundaries approved, but no action taken.
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1767 Andres Arag6n et al. resubmit petition for land at Las Huertas.
Mendinueta awards community grant. Promises to extend eastern boundary in Act of Possession.
1768 Act of Possession of Las Huertas grant, 13 January 1768. Document later torn leaving eastern boundary unclear.
1775 Province under siege as Comanches, Apaches, and Navajos
ravage countryside'.
1778-1786 Governor Juan Bautista de Anza wages war, then makes
lasting peace with Comanches, who become allies against Apaches.
Countryside becomes safer for settlement.
1779 Settlements of San Pedro and Las Huertas indicated on Miera y
Pacheco map.
1820 Possible date for discovery of placer gold in Ortiz Mountains.
1820 Governor Facundo Melgares reportedly awards San Pedro grant
to Las Huertas settlers-grant includes all of 1767 Las Huertas grant,
but no grant papers in evidence.
1821 Mexico gains independence from Spain. William Becknell initiates Santa Fe Trail. Navajos and Apaches resume raiding.
1823 Governor Jose Antonio Vizcarra orders Las Huertas settlers to
abandon settlements and take refuge closer to Rio Grande.
1824 Mining fever grips New Mexico.
1832-35 Mining for lode gold in Oso (later Ortiz) Mountains. Jose
Francisco Ortiz and Ignacio Cano register Santa Rosalia Mine, which
becomes basis for Ortiz Mine grant.
1832 First use of coal deposits near Madrid-used to drive crushing
mill at Ortiz Mine in 1835.
1839 Prospectors find rich placer deposits on northwest slopes of
San Pedro Mountains-deposits called Real de San Francisco de Tuerto,
San Pedro, Tuerto, or simply, New Placers. Ortiz Mountain deposits
known as Old Placers.
1839 Jose de Miera and Ram6n Gurule, Las Huertas settlers residing
at Algodones, reportedly petition Prefect Antonio Sandoval for grant of
land at San Pedro called San Pedro Rancho, basing their petition on
dubious 1820 San Pedro grant. Grant supposedly awarded but, again, no
grant papers in evidence.
1840 Antonio Montoya reportedly gives possession but no document to this effect exists. Las Huertas settlers at San Pedro protest proceedings
1840 Tej6n established by settlers from old San Jose de las Huertas.
1840 Salvador Barreras, resident of Tej6n, reportedly petitions alcalde
of Sandia for town of Tej6n grant as separate allotment within San Antonio de las Huertas grant. Grant supposedly awarded but no grant papers
in evidence.
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1844 Ramirez petitions Governor Mariano Martinez for tract of land
known as Cafton del Agua based on inheritance of mine on that property.
1844 Protest suit filed by Juan Armijo for San Pedro lands settled by
compromise. Ram6n Gurule and others from San Pedro sell land to Ramirez
and found new settlement called La Madera.
1845 Tuerto becomes boom town as lode mining develops. Gross
product of New and Old Placers for year exceeds $250,000.
1845 Ramirez, as attorney for San Pedro grantees, requests Governor Manuel Armijo for revalidation of grant and 5,000 vara southern
extension.
1846 Remaining Las Huertas settlers at San Pedro file suit. Judge
Trinidad Barcelo rules in favor of Las Huertas settlers. Ramirez and settlers who contributed 'to pay legal fees take control of grant by gunpoint. Ramirez spreads false rumors about judge. Prefect Antonio
Sandoval bars attorney for Las Huertas settlers from practicing in his
district.
1847 Attorney for Las Huertas grantees files suit in Santa Fe District
Court.
1849 Jury rules in favor of Ramirez.
1855 New Mexico Mining Company acquires Ortiz Mine grant.
1856 Ramirez, having bought or inherited interests of eight grantees
officially granted land at San Pedro, files petition before Surveyor General Pelham claiming perfect title to all the land at San Pedro included in
1820 San Pedro grant. Documents used to support grant certified by
Donaciano Vigil.
1856 Salvador Barreras, represented by Ramirez, petitions Pelham
for town ofTej6n grant.
1859 Ramirez petitions Pelham for Cafton del Agua grant.
1860 Congress confirms San Pedro grant, now owned by Rami~ez.
1860 Congress confirms Cafton del Agua grant to Ramirez.
1860 Congress confirms town of Tej6n Ggrant.
1861 Congress confirms Ortiz Mine grant to New Mexico Mining
Company.
1861 Lucas Gurule testifies in 1881 that he saw original papers of
Las Huertas grant in Ramirez's office.
1862 Ramirez petitions Surveyor General John A. Clark for the San
Antonio de las Huertas grant as "present claimant." No further action
taken and claim lapses.
1866 Ramirez sells Cafton del Agua and San Pedro grants to Cooley,
Kitchens, Mining Company.
1872- 1880 No activity at New Placers. San Pedro and Cafton del
Agua Mines closed. Cooley, Kitchens, Mining Company sold at bankruptcy.
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1879-1880 Arrival of railroad in 1880 brings flood of prospectors
and capitalists into New Mexico, provides inexpensive shipment of ores
to market. Silver boom in Cerrillos area. Pipeline run from Las Huertas
creek to bring water to San Pedro New Placers. Gold rush in Placitas.
Coal mines in Ortiz Mountains provide fuel for locomotives, smelters,
and rolling mills.
1880 Boston-based San Pedro and Cafton del Agua Company acquires San Pedro mining properties.
1880-1881 Over 400,000 pounds copper, $10,000 gold; $20,000 silver
processed from San Pedro district. Vast sums expended' in exploration
and development.
1881 Attorneys Chavez and Wade resubmit petition for San Antonio
de las Huertas grant to Surveyor General Henry M. Atkinson. Extensive
testimony in preparation for hearing, but no further action taken.
1881 Attorney John Knaebel files partition suit against Tej6n settlers.
1882 Patent issued to Tej6n settlers for town of Tej6n grant. Jose
Leandro Perea pays for survey of Tej6n grant, thus securing lien on
grant.
1883 Old Spanish mine opened in Las Huertas Canyon.
1884-1887 San Pedro Mine closed due to depressed cost of copper,
a reorganization of the company, and litigation over ownership.
1885 Surveyor General George Julian dismisses Las Huertas petition
after being told by Chavez and Wade that they had withdrawn from the
case.
1886 Town of Tej6n patented to Perea and inherited by Mariano
Otero.
1890 Otero files title suit against Tej6n settlers for possession of
town ofTej6n. G. Hill Howard enters intervention on behalf of the defendants, but is overruled by court master.
1892 Supreme Court decision sets aside San Pedro and Cafton del
Agua Company's claim to San Pedro copper mine on basis that patent to
Cafton del Aguagrant acquired through fraud.
1893 New placer area discovered near Dolores in Ortiz Mountains.
1893 Two petitions filed for San Antonio de las Huertas grant. Thomas B. Catron files Private Land Claim Number 90 on behalf of Jose L.
Gurule, et aI., G. Hill Howard files, Private Land Claim Number 269 on
behalf of Jose Gallegos, et al.
1897 Court of Private Land Claims confirms Las Huertas grant according to boundaries that include town of Tej6n grant.
1899 Las Huertas grant confirmed with boundaries excluding town
of Tej6n grant.
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1907 San Antonio de las Huertas grant patented and incorporated
with government reserving title to all mines of gold, silver and quicksilver.
1907 Partition suit filed against Las Huertas grant.
1911 Partition suit dismissed.
1916 Las Huertas Land Grant Association petitions court for authority to make deeds to members so that they can sell land and pay for
costs of litigation. Permission granted.

NOTES
1. There are approximately 500 acres of common lands remaining in the grant.
Interviews with Tony Lucero, president of the San Antonio de' las Huertas Land
Grant Association, 5 June 1992, Placitas, New Mexico, and Willie Escarcida, past
president, San Antonio de las Huertas Land Grant Association, 22 June 1996,
Placitas, New Mexico.
2. John M. Townley, "Mining in the Ortiz Mine Grant Area, Southern Santa Fe
County, New Mexico" (M.A. thesis, University of Nevada, May 1967), iv; and
Homer Milford,"Environmental Assessment for the Sandia Mining District Project,"
New Mexico Abandoned Mine Lands, Sandia Mining District Project No. 35059
(New Mexico State Energy, Minerals and Natural Resources Department, 1991),
17. According to Milford, a shipment of twenty-one tons of ore from the
Montezuma Mine averaged 12.5 percent lead and eleven ounces of silver as late as
1920.
3. Marianne L. Stoller provides a comprehensive study of the subject in "Grants
of Desperation, Lands of Speculation: Mexican Period Land Grants in Colorado,"
Journal of the West 19 (July 1980), 22-39. Other studies of New Mexico land
grants are Malcolm Ebright, Land Grants and Lawsuits in Northern New Mexico
(Albuquerque: University of New Mexico Press, 1994), and Victor Westphall,
Mercedes Reales: Hispanic Land Grants of the Upper Rio Grande Region (Albuquerque: University of New Mexico Press, 1983).
4. Useful recent studies of New Mexico's mining history are: Homer E. Milgord
and Mike E. Swick, Cultural Resource Survey for Real de los Cerrillos Project Santa
Fe County, New Mexico, Vol. 1, Historic Survey of the Los Cerrillos Area and its
Mining History, New Mexico Abandoned Mine Land Bureau report No. 1994-92,
Mining and Minerals Division, Energy, Minerals and Natural Resources Department, Santa Fe, November 1995; and John M. Townley, "Mining in the Ortiz Grant
Area." Shorter studies are Linda Goodman and Daisy Levine, "Mines of Cerrillos,"
EI Palacio 96 (Fall 1990), 22-37; Alvin Sunseri, "Early Anglo Ventures in New
Mexico, EI Palacio 82 (1976), 31-35; John M. Townley, "El Placer: A New Mexico
Mining Boom Before 1846," Journal of the West 10 (1971), 102-15. A.H. Warren
and Robert H. Weber, "Indian and Spanish Mining in the Galisteo and Hagan Basins," in Archaeology and History of Santa Fe Country (Socorro: New Mexico
Geological Society, 1979), 7.
5. Title Papers to the San Antonio de las Huertas grant, Abstract 15026 in the
possession of Lucero.
6. In 1852 Antonio Sandoval became a partner of Jose Serafin Ramirez by
investing $8,000 in a silver/lead mining venture near Santa Fe. Sunseri, "Early
Anglo Ventures," 34. Ramirez was married to Maria Antonia Sandoval. See Title
Papers of San Pedro and Caflon del Agua Grants, Avery Papers, Abstract No. 197,
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New Mexico State Records Center. and Archive, Santa Fe (hereafter NMSRCA). See
also Manuel Garcia y Montano v Antonia S~ndoval, widow and administratrix of
estate of 1.S. Ramirez, 1869, District Court, Bernalillo County Civil Case No. 437,
NMSRCA. Donaciano Vigil authenticated the documents supporting the San Pedro
grant. See Land Grant Records, SG 14, reel 14, frames 61-64, San Pedro Grant,
NMSRCA. See also G. Emlen Hall, Four Leagues of Pecos: A Legal History of the
Pecos Grant. 1800-1933 (Albuquerque: University of New Mexico Press, 1984),
154-55, 326. Hall discusses Vigil, former secretary of Governor Manuel Armijo,
who worked closely with Surveyor General William Pelham and provided him with
written guarantees of authenticity for several highly controversial land claims to
millions of acres of land.
7. Warren and Weber, "Indian and Spanish Mining," 7; and Ralph E. Twitchell,
The Leading Facts of New Mexican History, 5 vols. (Cedar Rapids, Iowa: The Torch
Press, 1911-1917),4: 7.
8. Townley, "Mining in the Ortiz Mine Area," 24-27.
9. Ibid., iv.
10. Warren and Weber, "Indian and Spanish Mining," 8.
II. Townley, "Mining in the Ortiz Mine Grant Area," 21-27, 34; and Adolph F.
Bandelier, "Documentary History of the Rio Grande Pueblos, New Mexico, Part
III, 1581-1584," New Mexico Historical Review 5 (October 1930), 351. Bandelier
records mention in 1729 of a pueblo named "Paaco" with a church that once had
been dedicated to St. Peter. This was likely the pre-Spanish name for the pueblo of
EI Tuerto.
12. Angelico Chavez. Origins of New Mexico Families. (Santa Fe: Museum of
New Mexico 1992), 107-08.
13. Reports of the Spanish mining activities in the Placitas area during the
seventeenth century are inconclusive. Most apparently stem from a report written
in 1953 by Donald Francis Toomey, "Paleontology and Stratigraphy of the Carboniferous Rocks of the Placitas Region, Northern Sandia Mountians, Sandoval
County, New Mexico," (M.S. thesis, University of New Mexico, 1953), 5. In this
report Toomey mentions a 1667 letter in possession of the Gurule family of Placitas
that reported mining activity in the Las Huertas area. In a recent interview with
the author (Placitas, New Mexico, 19 July 1996), Toomey explained that he had
not seen the 1667 letter. He learned of it from Bernice Umland of the Museum of
New Mexico in 1952. She knew of it from having seen a letter written about the
year 1898 by a Bill Echart to a prospective buyer or investor in mining properties.
According to Echart, the 1667 letter mentioned five "lost" mines in the region:
"the Window Mine, the Ladder Mine, and to the south of Placitas the Nepumeseno
(sic) Mine, and the Coloa Mine." It further stated that "to the east of Placitas,
Antonio Jimenez worked the Montezuma Mine," and that Jinenez (sic) took twleve
mules loaded with bullion to Old Mexico and never returned. Toomey has the
original letter from Umland and Umland's typewritten copy of Echart's letter. The
Gurule family has not been able to locate the original of the 1667 letter among its
collection of historical documents. (Bill Gurule, letter to author, Placitas, New
Mexico, 15 May 1994).
There is much about the supposed 1667 letter that must be regarded with suspicion,most specifically the references to the Montezuma Mine, Placitas, and "old
Mexico," names would not have been used in the seventeenth century. If nothing
else, Echart's 1898 letter indicates a great deal of interest on the part of the Gurule
family, Echart. and others in the mining potential of the Las Huertas area. There
is archaeological evidence of mining by Pueblo Indians in the Placitas area during
the pre-Pueblo Revolt period in Warren and Weber, "Indian and Spanish," 7, 10.
14. Chavez, New Mexico Families, 107-08, 196.
15. Documents relating to the San Antonio de las Huertas grant are in Land
Grant Records, Surveyor General (SG), Report 144, reel 26, frames 908-1034,
Public Land Claims (PLC), Case 90, reel 43, frames 27-:194 and Public Land Claims,
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Case 269, reel 53, frames 940-1015, NMSRCA, and in the Thomas Benton Catron
Papers, 1898-1901, file 301, box 18, no. 90; box 43, no. 269 and file 305, box 3
at the Center for Southwest Research, Zimmerman Library, University of New
Mexico, Albuquerque (hereafter CSWR).
16. Malcolm Ebright, "Breaking New Ground: A Reappraisal of Governors Velez
Cachupin and Mendinueta and Their Land Grant Policies," Colonial Latin American Historical Review, 5 (Spring 1996), 195-233. Tomas Velez Cachupin may
have turned down Gutierres's petition if it was for a private grant. Recent studies
indicate that he preferred to award community grants.
17. The land grant was named after San Antonio, but the first community was
called San Jose de las Huertas.
18. Land Grant Records, SG 144, reel 26, San Antonio de las Huertas Grant,
NMSRCA.
19. Bernardo Miera y Pacheco's 1779 map indicates both the pueblo of San
Pedro and the Spanish settlement of Las Huertas. The map is illustrated in Eleanor
B. Adams and Fray Angelico Chavez, translators and annotators, The Missions of
New Mexico, 1776: A Description by Fray Francisco Atanasio Dominguez With
Other Contemporary Documents (Albuquerque: University of New Mexico Press,
1956), 3.
20. Westphall, Mercedes Reales, 35-7. According to Westphall the average size
of all grants made during the Spanish period was 64,000 acres. Community grants
were generally much larger than private grants. Malcolm Ebright, telephone communication with author, 26 June 1996, Placitas, New Mexico.
21. Milford and Swick, "Historic Survey of Los Cerrillos Area," 36, 50; Townley,
"Mining in the Ortiz Mine Grant Area," 37-40; Sebastian de Vargas to Miguel de
Coca, San Lazaro de Tuerto, 9 April 1714, reel I, frame 1165, Spanish Archives of
New Mexico 1 (hereafter SANM 1); Tomas de Sena, Bartholome Fernandez and
Manuel Duran y Chaves, mine registration, 1763, SANM I, reel' 5, frame 122,
SANM I, NMSRCA.
22. Westphall, Mercedes Reales, 58, effectively disputes the commonly held
bel ief that grantees were not aware of the size of the tracts involved, or that they
deliberately enlarged the grant boundaries.
23. The old walled village was excavated as part of a salvage archaeology project
prior to the construction of the MAPCO Liquid Hydrocarbons pipeline. It is described and pictured in Alan Ferg, Historic Archaeology on the San Antonio de las
Huertas Grant, Sandoval County, New Mexico No.3 (Cortez, Colorado: Complete
Archeological Services Associates, 1984).
24. Conveyance of house and land in Santa Fe by resident of Las Huertas, 22
November 1768, reel 2, frame 1047, SANM I, NMSRCA; Luciano Garcia, EI Paso
del Norte, complaint against Francisco Miera for lands sold by Francisco's father,
Anacleto Miera, at Las Huertas, 21 April 1815, reel 2, frame 1105, SANM I,
NMSRCA; letter requesting shipment of lead for bullets, 13 August 1818, frame
1150, SANM 1, NMSRCA.
25. Documents relating to this move are preserved in Land Grant Records, SG
14, reel 14, frames 61-64, San Pedro Grant, NMSRCA. Vivid recollections of this
forced move are preserved in oral histories collected during the 1930s by Lou Sage
Batchen, a Placitas resident employed by the Works Progress Administration (hereafter WPA), Writer's Project, WPA no. 224, "Las Huertas," NMSCRA.
26. Batchen, "Placitas," "Las Huertas," "Juan of Tecolote," "Tales of the Towns
Settled by the Las Huertasans: La Madera," "Tales from the Towns Settled by the
Las Huertasans: La Madera, Part II," WPA no. 224, NMSRCA; San Pedro Grant
Abstract, Avery Papers no. 07, NMSCRA. 1. Scott Geister, "Archaeological Survey
of Fifteen Abandoned Mine Sites in the Tijeras and Placitas Mining Districts,
Bernalillo and Sandoval Counties, New Mexico, Archaeology Notes No.1, (Santa
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Fe: Museum of New Mexico, Office of Archaeological Studies, 1990), 39-41. According to maps and descriptions provided by Geister, the village of La Madera is
coincidentally close to another lead and silver mine today known as the Blue Sky
Mine.
27. Batchen, "Tales of the Towns Settled by the Las Huertasans: Tej6n," WPA
no. 224, NMSCRA. The first recorded use of coal deposits near Madrid occurred in
May 1832 when Juan Jose Lujan of Santa Fe leased 150 varas of coal vein to two
Americans. Townley, "Mining in the Ortiz Mine Area," 62.
28. Batchen, "Tales of the Towns Settled by the Las Huertasans: Ojo de la Casa,"
and "Tales of the Towns Settled by the Las Huertasans: Ojo de la Casa" (concluded), WPA no. 224, NMSRCA.
29. Townley, "Mining in the Ortiz Mining Grant Area," 43-47. The customary
date given for the discovery of placer gold in the Ortiz Mountains is 1828. Townley,
however, argues that evidence for an earlier discovery date comes from the Santa
Fe trade. The trade began in 1821, and from the outset returned large amounts of
gold bullion in the form of dust and nuggets to St. Louis.
30. Ibid., 47.
31. Ibid., iv, 43-49.
32. Although this forced move is recorded in the oral history of the Las Huertas
grant, the documents supporting it are in the San Pedro grant file. Despite the fact
that the documents clearly require the settlers at Las Huertas to vacate their
village, with no mention of San Pedro, Ramirez used them to justify the San Pedro
petitioners' request for land at San Pedro. It is quite possible that these documents
were removed from the San Antonio de las Huertas grant papers through the help
of Acting Governor Donaciano Vigil, who certified them to be copies of originals
on file in his office on 15 May 1847. Land Grant Records, SG 14, reel 14, frames
61-64 San Pedro Grant; see also letter from Jose Serafin Ramirez to Donaciano
Vigil, 28 September 28, 1847, Sender Collection, document 302, reel 2, frame 600,
San Pedro Grant, NMSRCA.
33. Land Grant Records, SG 14, reel 14, frames 52-53, San Pedro Grant, NMSRCA.
34. There is a lengthy discussion of overlapping lawsuits in Ebright, Land Grants
and Lawsuits, 189-93.
35. Land Grant Records, SG 14, reel 14, frames 53-55, San Pedro Grant, NMSRCA.
36. S.S. Burdett to James K. Proudfit, 31 October 1874, Land Grant Records, SG
14, reel 14, frames 105-113, San Pedro Grant, NMSRCA. Land Commissioner S.S.
Burdett who investigated the documents in 1874, noted the same def;ciencies and
added, "No such decree or grant appears in the papers ... and if such a paper ever
existed it must have been dated either on the same day as the order to del iver
possession, or on the day previous."
37. Antonio Montoya to Guadalupe Miranda, 4 March 1840, no. 1158, SANM I,
NMSRCA.
38. Land Grant Records, SG 14, reel 14, frames 55-57, 59, San Pedro Grant,
NMSRCA.
39. Land Grant Records, SG 14, reel 14, frames 55, 60-61, 133-136, San Pedro
Grant, NMSRCA.
40. Land Grant Records, SG 14, reel 14, frames 55-59, San Pedro Grant, NMSRCA.
The Mexican measure known as the vara has been generally accepted as
thirty-three inches.
41. If the reader is confused at this point, it can be no worse than the confusion
William Pelham must have felt when confronted with all the discrepancies and,
what we must assume to be, intentional ambiguities. In Ramirez's petition to Pelham
he claims that Sandoval made the grant on 17 August 1839, one day after submission of the petition, and that Alcalde Perea gave possession to these lands under
Sandovars orders on 22 August 1839 when, in fact, the direction from Sandoval to
Perea to apportion lands was dated 23 August. The 22 August letter from Perea to
Sandoval reported only on the size of the intended grant without stating any
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specific boundaries. Ramirez refers to a document given by Montoya in February
1840 (see footnote 39) which may have been an act of possession, though no
record of this exists in the files. In Ramirez's petition to Pelham he states that
Armijo ratified and confirmed the grant by Acts dated 26 November 1845 when, in
fact, his petition to Armijo for revalidation of the grant was dated 29 November.
Land Grant Records SG 14, reel 14, frames 60-61, San Pedro Grant, NMSRCA.
42. Ward Alan Minge, "Frontier Problems in New Mexico Preceding the Mexican War, 1840-1846" (Ph.D. diss., University of New Mexico, 1965), 36-39,
171-76. Antonio Montoya, who was alcalde at Algodones in 1842, is reported as
having engaged in both extortion and fo.rgery in documents cited by Ward Alan
Minge. Minge also lists Governor Armijo and the Pereas of Bernalillo as among the
controlling interests of the Real de Dolores in the Tuerto Mountains.
43. G. Emlen Hall, "Juan Estevan Pino, 'se les coma': New Mexico Land Speculation in the 1820s," New Mexico Historical Review 57 (January 1982),27, and
"Giant Before the Surveyor General: The Land Career of Donaciano Vigil," Journal of the West 19 (July 1980), 64-73. Hall cites Vigil as one of several elite
Hispanos who came "to regard land as an economic asset to be exploited for the
capital it would raise, not for the crops it would yield."
44. In all of the documents from the 1840s, the lands at San Pedro are referred
to as belonging to the settlers of San Jo.se de las Huertas. If, after 1823, these Las
Huertas settlers began to think of themselves as separate from the settlers on the
west side of the Sandias who continued to identify themselves with San Antonio de
las Huertas, it might explain the lack of protest on the part of the San Antonio
settlers.
45. Letter from Judge Trinidad Barcelo dated 23 October 1846, concerning a
land dispute between Ramirez and the settlers of San Jose de las Huertas, reel 98,
frames 10-13, Territorial Archi1yes of New Mexico (hereafter TANM), and reel 4,
Twitchell no. 815, SANM I, NMSRCA. Text reads". .. los documentos originales
que me sirvieron como Norte, ./1 . . para declarar por una providencia interlocutoria
que los terrenos disputados de San Pedro pertenecen a los antiguos pobladores de
San Jose de las Huertas."
46. Barcelo to Armijo, 23 October 1846, reel 98, frame 10, TANM.
47. Miguel Antonio Lovato to Judge of the Circuit Court, 24 February 1847,
Miscellaneous Land Grant Records, Las Huertas Grant; Petition of Jose Maria
Miera to Joab Houghton, Judge of the Central Judicial Circuit of the Territory of
New Mexico, 14 May 1847, Santa Fe County District Court Civil Case no. 8, 1847;
Jose Maria Miera v. Serafin Ramirez, verdict, I January 1849, Land Grant Records,
SG 14, reel 14, file 44, frame 64, San Pedro Grant, NMSRCA.
48. Ashurst and Houghton, attorneys for petitioner Jose Serafin Ramirez to
Surveyor General Wm. Pelham, Land Grant Records, SG 14, reel 14, frames 13336, San Pedro Grant, NMSRC:A.
49. Recommendation for confirmation of petition filed by Ramirez by William
Pelham, 23 September 1857" Land Grant Records, reel 14, frames 105-113, San
Pedro Grant; Title Papers of San Pedro and Calion del Agua Grants, Abstract no.
107, Avery Papers, NMSRCA.
50. Over a decade later Land Commissioner Burdett rejected the southern extension on the basis that the departmental assem.bly had approved the grant prior to
its being revalidated and enlarged by Governor Armijo. The grant was resurveyed
for 31,595 acres and patented on this basis on 20 May 1875. Burdett to Proudfit,
31 October 1874, Land Grant Records, SG 14, reel 14, frames 105-113, San Pedro
Grant, NMSRCA.
51. 1.J. Bowden, "Private Land Claims in the Southwest," 6 vols. (M.A. thesis,
Southern Methodist University, 1969), 3: 472-84.
52. San Pedro and Canon del Agua Company v. United States, 146 U.S. 120
( 1892).
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53. Jose Serafin Ramirez, sale of his mines to a local group, 1866, reel 3, frame
81, TANM, NMSRCA.
54. During the brief hearing Ramirez perjured himself by declaring that he had
no interest in the grant.
55. Land Grant Records, SG 37, reel 17, frames 1431-72, Town of Tej6n Grant,
NMSRCA.
56. Townley, "Mining in the Ortiz Mine Grant Area," 62.
57. Westphall discusses this speculative technique in Mercedes Reales, 128-31.
The Tierra Amarilla grant is a case in point described by Malcolm Ebright in The
Tierra Amarilla Grant: A History of Chicanery (Santa Fe, New Mexico: The Center
for Land Grant Studies, 1980). Ramirez's death is recorded in Manuel Garcia y
Montano v. Antonia Sandoval, widow and administratrix of estate of J.s. Ramirez,
1869, District Court, Bernalillo County Civil Case No. 437. Despite, or because of,
his speculative land and mining transactions, Ramirez died almost penniless and
had to beg a friend for a loan to cover his final expenses. District Court, Bernalillo
County Civil Case No. 538, Jose Manuel Gallegos v. Antonio Sandoval, 1874,
NMSRCA.
58. Petition of Andres Arag6n et aI., Las Huertas Tract, 10 January 1862, Land
Grant Records, SG 144, reel 26, Las Huertas Grant, NMSRCA.
59. Testimony of Lucas Gurule, 1881, Land Grant records, SG 144, reel 26, Las
Huertas Grant, NMSRCA.
60. Westphall, Mercedes Reales, 97-98.
61. Regarding the Placitas gold rush, see Henry F. Hoyt, A Frontier Doctor
(Boston, Massachusetts: Houghton Mifflin Co., 1929), 162-66.
62. Petition to Surveyor General on behalf of San Antonio de las Huertas grantees by Attorneys Chavez and Wade, 12 May 1881, Land Grant Records, SG 144,
reel 26, Las Huertas Grant, NMSRCA.
63. The town of Tej6n, which lies northeast of Placitas, is shown incorrectly on
the southeast; the Sierra de la Mina is shown incorrectly on the south side of the
Canon de las Huertas; and the San Pedro Road is shown as passing over the mountains rather than along the "San Pedro" arroyo (more commonly called Arroyo del
Tuerto or Una del Gato).
64. Lucas Gurule was unusually knowledgeable for his time and place. In mid-life
he spent a number of years in the company (most likely as a man servant) of a
member of the wealthy Perea family of Bernalillo and traveled with him around the
world on a merchant ship. Alice Blake, "History of Presbyterian Missions in Colorado and New Mexico," (unpublished manuscript, Menaul Historical Library, Albuquerque, 1936), 46.
65. Testimony by Lucas Gurule, Land Grant Records, SG 144, reel 26, Las Huertas
Grant, NMSRCA.
66. Homer E. Milford to author, 3 May 1994, Placitas, New Mexico. It may be
significant that all three witnesses referred to the eastern boundary of the grant by
its pre-1832 name of Ojo del Oso. According to Milford, this name was changed in
1832 to Real de Dolores.
67. Land Grant Records, SG 144, reel 26, Las Huertas Grant, NMSRCA.
68. Land Grant Records, SG 144, reel 26, Las Huertas Grant, NMSRCA.
69. David Benevidez, "Lawyer-Induced Partitioning of New Mexican Land
Grants: An Ethical Travesty," No. 23 (Guadalupita, New Mexico: Center for Land
Grant Studies, 1993). Partition suits were often fIled by attorneys as a means of
acquiring title to tracts of land. When they had acquired enough parcels to claim a
large undivided share of the land, they could ask the court to partition the grant.
Partitioning common lands equitably among a large number of owners was difficult,
so courts generally ordered an auction of all the properties. By law the person
desiring the partition had to notify all the heirs, individually if possible, and if not,
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through a published announcement. If the lawyer who filed the suit inserted the
notice in English· in an obscure paper under the excuse that the heirs were "unknown," the legitimate heirs rarely heard about the sale. When that occurred, the
lawyer who instituted the suit was usually the only bidder.
70. Anglo lawyers often acquired land through local Hispanic land dealers in
order to avoid arousing suspicions.
71. John H. Knaebel v. Rumualdo Montoya, et aI, Bernalillo County, Civil Case
No. 893, NMSRCA; Catron Papers, file 305, box 3, CSWR.
72. A.C.M. Kincaid to W. M. Atkinson, I February 1882, Land Grant Records,
S.G. 37, reel 16, frames 1448"':49; Receipt for patent from George W. Julian,
Surveyor General, signed by Mariano Otero, administrator of estate of Jose L.
Perea, Land Grant Records, SG 37, reel 16, frames 1450-51, Tej6n Grant, NMSRCA.
73. Knaebel v. Montoya et al., Bernalillo County, Civil Case No. 893, NMSRCA.
One cannot help but wonder if the 1881 lawsuit filed by Chavez and Wade for the
Las Huertas grant was withdrawn by them in 1885 precisely because the valued coal
fields in the Tej6n portion of the grant had already been successfully claimed by
Otero.
74. Bernalillo County, Civil Case No. 2942; Amado Chavez Papers, folder 20,
NMSRCA.
75. On 3 March 1891 Congress passed an act creating the Court of Private Land
Claims (hereafter PLC) to replace the Office of the Surveyor General.
76. Land Grant Records, PLC Case 90, reel 43, frames 27-194, PLC Case 269,
reel 53, frames 940-1015, Las Huertas Grant, NMSRCA.
77. Milford to author, 4 May 1994. Milford found this information in the Steven
B. Elkins papers housed in the library of the University of Virginia.
78. Land Grant Records, PLC 90, reel 43, NMSRCA; Catron Papers, box 18,
CSWR; and San Pedro and Canon del Agua Company v. United States, 146 U.S.
120 (1892). In November 1892, the United States Supreme Court set aside the
patent to the Cafton del Agua grant that had been based on fraudulent boundaries
claimed by Ramirez and surveyed by Santa Fe Ring ally W. W. Griffin in 1866. It is
tempting to speculate that Howard may have been hoping to claim, for himself
and/or others, the land, and more particularly the mine known as "Big Copper"
that had been the object of the fraudulent boundaries. Howard may have hoped to
gain title to it through the San Pedro portion of the Las Huertas grant.
79. Jeffries and Earle, Attorneys at Law, Washington, D.C. to President Cerillon
(sic) Coal and Railroad Co., Santa Fe, 12 June 1893, New Mexico State University
Library History Archives, Las Cruces, New Mexico. The author wants to thank
Homer Milford for his assistance in locating this document.
80. Ebright, Land Grants, 239.
81. Catron Papers, file 30 I, mss 29, box 18, no. 90, folder 4, CSWR.
82. Tony Lucero, interview with author, 5 June 1992. See SG Report 144, reel
26, PLC file 43, case 90; NMSRCA; Catron Papers, file 301, box 18, folders 2-4;
box 43; box 3, folder 8, CSWR.
83. Westphall, Mercedes, 244.
84. Renehan papers, folder 12, NMSRCA.
85. Sandoval County Courthouse burned down in 1926 with the consequent loss
of many important court documents. The docket record is preserved in the Abstract of Title to the Las Huertas grant.
86. Sandoval County District Court, No 415, Petition of the Trustees of the San
Antonio de las Huertas Land Grant for the Sale and Disposition of Certain Land
Within Said Land Grant, Las Huertas Grant Abstract of Title.
87. Batchen, "Tej6n," WPA no. 224, NMSCRA; Lucero interview.
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The Pageant ofIbero-American Civilization: An Introduction to its Cultural History. By Rafael E.Tarrago. (Lanham, Maryland: University Press of America, 1995.
xi + 125 pp. Illustrations, maps, bibliography, index. $34.00.)
For the most part, Tarrago's effort to furnish non-academics with a broad
introduction to Ibero-American culture is a success. In the short span of some one
hundred pages of text, the author provides a sweeping panorama of Latin American
civilization beginning with European antecedents and proceeding through colonial
and post-war periods. Considering both the brevity and scope of the study, some
unevenness is to be expected. The author seems most comfortable dealing with the
colonial and post-colonial periods, while portrayals of fifteenth-century Europe
are probably the study's weakest link.
Troublesome is the fact that this otherwise highly readable narrative fails to
either define terms whiCh might be unfamiliar to the general reader (e.g. hidalgo) in
the text or to provide a glossary of terms. Meanwhile, the index, which might
perform a similar function, is lacking key citations (such as mestizo).
The choice of presenting the material in a costly hardcover edition, however,
may be the work's greatest weakness if not its fatal flaw. Certainly, the book's
purchase price is at cross-purpose with Tarrago's mission of reaching the general
reading public.
Robert Bello
University ofNew Mexico

The Pueblo Revolt of J 680: Conquest and Resistance in Seventeenth-Century New
Mexico. By Andrew L. Knaut. (Norman: University of Oklahoma Press, 1995. xx +
248 pp. Illustrations, maps, notes, bibliography, index. $29.95.)
Although the Pueblo Revolt of 1680 in New Mexico is a significant event in the
history of indigenous peoples and in North America, the form ofthe revolt has been
cast through the lens of Spanish officials, clergy, and scribes. In The Pueblo Revolt of
1680, Andrew L. Knaut promises to tell the story of this important event in order to
"glean the Pueblo role in shaping seventeenth century New Mexico" (xiv) and to
"carve out a more encompassing perspective on [its] causative factors" (xv), but he
does not wholly deliver.
The book is a well-written summary of the milieu and events that led up to the
Revolt, but one waits throughout for something new with increasing disappointment. The author primarily uses translated and published Spanish sources so that
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we have three lenses with which to contend-that of the Spanish observers, the
translator, and the author. The author, moreover, makes several misstatements or
exaggerations. For example, he says that Pueblo Indians never considered violent
revolt until after 1660, yet Spanish documents cite numerous incidents beginning
with Coronado's expedition in 1540 and continuing long past 1680. Many of the
"expanded" causative factors are merely a recompilation of elements discussed in
articles beginning with those by France Scholes in the 1930s. The "new" factor of
mestizaje is never clearly developed and its effects on Pueblo Indians' perspectives
of this era remain speculative even by the author's own admission.
In addition, the author ignores seminal ethnological studies of the various Pueblo
peoples that would have helped create a deeper cultural framework in which to
analyze the events. For instance, his statement that mestizos could easily attend
kachina dances is highly problematic because of Spanish persecution of native religions and the fear of informers. He also ignores the significance of mythology and
oral history in re-creating the events from an.indigenous perspective.
Although Knaut may not have achieved his stated goals, his overview of seventeenth-century New Mexico nevertheless remains a lively narrative of this uniquely
successful indigenous revolt and a serviceable list of sources on the subject.
Stefanie Beninato
Santa Fe, New Mexico
The Texas Military Experience: From the Texas Revolution through World War II.
Edited by Joseph G. Dawson Ill. (College Station: Texas A&M University Press,
1995. x + 248 pp. Illustrations, notes, index. $29.50.)

Despite the presence in American popular culture of Texas military symbols
like the Alamo and John Wayne, little scholarly inquiry has been made into Texas'
military history. Joseph Dawson's eleven essays seek to redress that deficiency by
examining Texas' multi-faceted martial past in an attempt to define a specifically
Texan military character separate from myth and legend. Ranging chronologically
from the Alamo to the World War II exploits of the predominantly Texas' 36th
Infantry Division, the work provides an engaging and well-organized introduction
to the state's military history.
The blurring of myth and reality in popular culture makes a systematic study
of Texas' past arduous, exemplified by Paul Hutton's analysis that suggests the
Alamo has gained such epic proportions that objective analysis about it is not only
difficult, but possibly unwelcome. Exacerbating the difficulty in establishing a Texas
military identity is the fictional Texan of popular culture. Don Graham and Tom
Pilkington assert that both film and literature consistently exaggerate the Texan's
violent tendencies as well as overuse the Turnerian image of the frontier individualist fending off bloodthirsty Indians, predatory government agents, and rapacious
capitalists. Furthermore, the recurring depiction of Texans as genocidal "superAmericans" in film and in the works of authors such as Norman Mailer also clouds
the real Texas military experience.
The second, more fundamental issue confronting the essayists is whether a
unique Texas military experience even exists. The analysis of the state's historical
and cultural past suggests that a separate military identity has developed. The
debate about whether Texas is a southern or a western state indicates the state's
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eclectic history. Texans fought for the Confederacy, and even share the southerner's
tendency to romanticize combat and glorify flamboyant, yet futile, heroism. While
possessing some southern characteristics, the frontier attributes of ruggedness and
occasional ruthlessness, as evidenced in Thomas Cutrer's essay on Ben McCulloch's
Texas Rangers, place Texans in the West. Essays by William Leckie and James Crisp
briefly examine the cultural influences of Hispanics and African Americans on the
Texas military identity, and Sandra Myres' study offers an intriguing examination of
the role army wives played in Texas' military history. Although further research
would be useful, especially regarding the state's various cultural influences, the
work convincingly argues that the blend of cultures and historical legacies of violence and individualism have created a unique Texas military identity.
William Bridges
University of Nebraska
Flags Along the Coast: Charting the GulfofMexico. 1519-1759: A Reappraisal. By
Jack Jackson. (Austin: The Book Club of Texas, 1995. xii + 225 pp. Maps, tables,
notes, appendix, bibliography, index. $250.00.)
Maps are quintessential primary historical documents; a single map may tell
more about the society that produced it than perhaps any other source. In a scholarly tour de force, Jack Jackson has taken Flags Along ·the Coast beyond a mere
cartobibliographical essay to an in-depth study of the influence of certain maps and
mapmakers on those nations struggling for sovereignty over the Gulf Coast. Historians, he argues, have not sufficiently appreciated the importance and contributions
of early cartographers to the "inextricably meshed" histories of Texas, Louisiana,
the Southwest, and northern Mexico.
In the late seventeenth century, Juan Enriquez Barroto made repeated voyages
along the Gulf Coast in search of La Salle's ill-fated colony and later in support of
Domingo Teran's entrada into Texas. Barroto's careful observations during his voyages were reproduced in one of the first truly useful charts of the Seno Mexicano
coastline. What became ofBarroto's chart is unknown, but fellow pilot Juan Bisente
del Campo copied the Barroto map and presented his version to Admiral Guillermo
Morfi-who promptly lost it when a French squadron captured his vessel.
The Barroto/Bisente map in French hands revolutionized European cartography. More accurate than any yet produced, the map's elements were quickly included in the works of French cartographers. Soon, English mapmakers were also
influenced and an "Anglo-Spanish fusion" changed English charts until well into the
eighteenth century. Spanish maps helped guide French colonizers to Louisiana.
There, Valentin Devin, an engineer sent to help build fortifications, created a series
of maps that "left us the era'·s best reproduction of the Gulf Coast." Devin's cartography influenced the settlement of Louisiana, Jackson says, and also had considerable impact on French printed maps. The author includes an appendix of Devin's
maps, port and fortification plans, and architectural drawings.
Jackson exhibits impressive research and develops his arguments carefully. He
intersperses his text with maps illustrating his points, but the piece de resistance is
a section of fifty full-page plates depicting important maps of the Gulf Coast, from
Pineda's 1519 sketch to Bellini's 1794 "Costes de la Louisiane." The eleven-byfifteen inch format makes these plates especially impressive. Masterfully designed
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and printed by Austin's Wind River Press, the $250 price and the limited press run
of 350 copies unfortunately will make this work inaccessible to most readers, but
the serious student or bibliophile who chooses to invest in its purchase will be
amply rewarded.
William H. Broughton
Arizona Historical Society

An Immigrant Soldier in the Mexican War. By Frederick Zeh. Edited by William J.
Orr and Robert Ryal Miller. (College Station: Texas A&M University Press, 1995.
xx + 117 pp. Illustrations, maps, notes, bibliography, index. $35.00.)
In 1847 Frederick Zeh, a German immigrant from Niirnberg, Bavaria, enlisted in
the United States Army and participated in the military campaign in Mexico under
General Winfield Scott. Thirty years later, he published his reminiscences in a
German-language newspaper in Cleveland, Ohio. Zeh detailed the military encounters and battles that eventually led to the occupation of Mexico City. His account
provides insightful views about daily life within the military and vivid observations
about the social manners and traditions of the Mexican people.
The editors, Miller and Orr, found little information about Zeh beyond a few
German and American government documents. As a result, they had to make a
number of inferences. For instance, they describe Zeh as "better educated than most
German immigrants ofthat era" based on his education in a local commercial school
in Niirnberg and his writing ability (p. xii). Nonetheless, a commercial school education and prose produced thirty years later do not make a strong case to support the
claim about Zeh's education.
In their introduction, chapter prefaces, and footnotes, the editors expertly
place Zeh's army experiences into the context of the Mexican War. They introduce
an overall view of the campaign and preface each chapter of Zeh's reminiscences
with detailed information on battle lines, numbers of soldiers involved, and strategies. They provide useful explanations where Zeh's descriptions are cryptic. It is
obvious that the editors' interest is anchored in the military aspects of Zeh's reminiscences.
The editors neglect Zeh's nationality, however, thus minimizing his cultural
perspective of the war and the country. In a nearly five-page bibliography, only a
single work on the German experience in the Americas is listed. The source consulted on the German immigrant experience was Mack Walker's rather dated general
history Germany and the Immigrant Experience. In the rare instances when Zeh's
ethnicity is addressed, the editors point out that Zeh, like most of his fellow Germans, was anti-Mexican. While this was generally true, it was less obvious in Zeh's
case. More often than not, Zeh is content with Mexican cuisine and was generally
less hostile toward the Mexican people than other Germans who went to Mexico.
Still, future researchers ,on either the Mexican War or on German immigrants
have a new primary source available. Foreigners' accounts are few, and there is a
need for more translations. Many Germans' reports on the Mexican War, like those
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of Lieutenant Christian Kribben of the Missouri Volunteers or naturalist Alfred
Wislizenus to the St. Louis Anzeiger are still awaiting translations. With so few
immigrant accounts on the Mexican War available, Zeh's reminiscences are likely to
capture the audience interested in both ethnic and military history.
Tomas Jaehn
Idaho State Historical Society
Heritage ofthe New Mexico Frontier. By Tomas Wesley Brown. (New York: Vantage
Press, 1995. x + 321 pp. $18.95.)
Heritage of the New Mexico Frontier is not the ambitious book that its title
might suggest. Instead, Heritage is Brown's surprisingly blunt, sometimes humorous memories of his childhood in Quay County around the time of World War I, his
early schooling, his adventures during the Great Depression and his military career
preceding World War II. The early chapters suffer from Brown's inability to recall
dates-he does not give his date of birth, which would be simple enough, and it is
not until he reveals that his uncle had recently returned from France, thus inspiring
some childhood games, that we have any frame of reference. These laspses are
mostly understandable (after all, what child keeps detailed notes?) and forgivable in
light of the gems that Brown strews around.
Memoirs are often dubious sources simply because they are largely incomplete. Rarely do autobiographers discuss their bathroom habits, for instance, although they are a necessary part of life. Brown cannot be faulted in this regard. He
provides a brief discussion of the downsides to outhouses (dark holes and possible
spiders}and compares them to outdoor hazards, where curious snakes can make the
business at hand difficult. While such attentions might seem crude, their frankness
can be useful to the social historian.
Predictably, Brown's memory improves as the narrative passes through time.
While remembrances of school and· farm work are mostly secondary to those of
"P-shooters" and pets, by the time Brown's family becomes ranchers there is more
attention to daily life, which reveals some aspects of the broader struggle of rural
folk. Brown's days in the Civilian Conservation Corps are remembered with enough
detail to be useful, while church and military historians might also be intrigued with
his recall of time he spent in the Church of the Nazarene and a National Guard unit
based in Las Vegas. Unfortunately, Brown glazes over his service in World War II,
but in his defense, details of combat experiences would have made his title even
more out of place. Overall, though Brown's choice of titles is dubious, his book
provides useful clues to rural life in New Mexico between the wars.
M. David Key
University ofNew Mexico
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Women and Alcohol in a Highland Maya Town: Water ofHope. Water ofSorrow. By
Christine Eber. (Austin: University of Texas Press, 1995. xxiv + 303 pp. Illustrations, appendixes, notes, bibliography, index. $40.00 cloth, $18.95 paper.)
In this insightful feminist analysis of gender and alcohol in a traditional community in the highland of Chiapas, Mexico, Christine Eber contextualizes her study
within community life, using historical, cultural, and spiritual frameworks of life in
San Pedro Chenala to provide the reader with a holistic community perspective.
This is enriched by her narrative style and her choice of storytelling as a textual
presentation of the words and worlds of Pedranas, and of her own sketches and
poems that position her as participant, together with the women she studied, in the
making of the book and in the presentation of her research.
Eber's feminist analysis relies on symbolic systems and social constructions of
gender and historical materialism. It is used particularly well in her analysis of
alcohol and alcoholism. The empowering and debilitating facets of rum allow Pedranos
to live with the economic exploitation that surrounds them, and it also maintains the
system of domination of indigenous people by ladinos. Domination through alcohol, Eber maintains, is only one of the many factors contributing to changes in
cultural, gender, and economic relations in the highland communities. As Pedranos
become aware of the external and internal power struggles and of their own powerlessness, the frequency in alcohol use and the number of incidents of domestic
violence grow, thus worsening the lives of women and children and jeopardizing the
community structure and tradition.
Eber makes an interesting argument when she compares alcohol dependency in
the United States to San Pedro Chenalo, stating that some attitudes of alcoholics
and their wives are similar in both cultural settings. Her comparison does not,
however, incorporate details about wealth, class, or ethnicity into the analysis.
Drinking is the only point of contrast. One ofEber's most important contributions,
though, is her analysis of the different religious groups active in the highlands and
their spiritual, religious, political, economic, and cultural impact on the indigenous
communities. She examines their strategies to help communities improve their living
conditions through consciousness raising or through incorporation into the capitalisteconomic system.
Women and Alcohol in a Highland Maya Town is a relevant contribution to
research on gender issues within indigenous communities. It is also a valuable contribution in history, cross-cultural analysis, and symbolism in the construction of a
feminist framework within anthropology. The analysis highlights "community and
cultural survival" (p. 242) over individual western categories of analysis and widening western concepts such as "'self,' 'family,' 'community,' 'power,' and 'dependency'" (p. 4).
Ileana M. Matamoros
University ofNew Mexico
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Bloody Valverde: A Civil War Battle on the Rio Grande, February 21,1862. By John
Taylor. (Albuquerque: University of New Mexico Press for the Historical Society
of New Mexico, 1995. xii + 185 pp. lIlustrations, maps, tables, charts, appendix,
notes, bibliography, index. $29.95.)
This is a book that will delight students of Civil War campaigns in the West.
The first detailed account of the Battle of Valverde, it sets forth with great precision
the events that culminated in a Confederate victory at Valverde ford in south-central New Mexico on 21 February 1862.
In an introductory chapter, John Taylor, a nuclear engineer by profession,
attempts to place this day-long battle, involving no more than 6,400 Confederate
and Union soldiers, in national and regional perspective. The author believes that
the bloody fighting at Valverde, where Confederates suffered an incredible 10 percent casualty rate, "predestined the outcome at Glorieta" the next month, when the
Confederate high command ordered a retreat into Texas (p. 6). The next three chapters contrast the strategies of Confederate Brigadier General Henry Hopkins Sibley
and Union Colonel Edward R. S. Canby, as well as the movements of opposing
armies between 12 and 20 February.
The bulk of the book, however, is a fast-paced narrative of events that unfolded on 21 February, starting at 5:30 a.m. and ending late that evening as army
surgeons faced the daunting task of attending to wounded officers and men. Taylor
incorporates first-hand accounts of participants, as recorded in letters, diaries, and
official reports, to convey the excitement and anticipation that prevailed on the
battlefield throughout that fateful day. In a final chapter, the author discusses five
factors that dictated the outcome of this battle: personalities, strategy and tactics,
logistics, troop behavior, and terrain. Although he believes that Canby erred in using
inexperienced New Mexican volunteers to defend McRae's battery (the loss of
which led to the Union's withdrawal from the field in disarray), Taylor writes that
most New Mexican units carried out their duties adequately and some even performed "quite admirably" (p. 115).
This attractive book of 120 pages of text is richly illustrated with photographs,
drawings, and maps. A well-designed appendix, listing unit strengths and casualties, adds to its usefulness.
Darlis A. Miller
New Mexico State University

Answered Prayers: Miracles and Milagros Along the Border. By Eileen Oktavec.
(Tucson: University of Arizona Press, 1995. xxvi + 239 pp. lIlustrations, appendix,
notes, bibliography, index. $35.00 cloth, $14.95 paper.)
This engrossing study addresses the practice of leaving milagros, small votive
offerings usually made of metal, at religious shrines and other spiritual spaces.
Anthropologist Eileen Oktavec has studied milagros and their accompanying traditions since 1973 under the mentorship of Bernard L. Fontana, a noted authority on
Mission San Xavier del Bac and historian Emeritus at-the University of Arizona.
The work focuses on religious sites in the Sonoran Desert, specifically the Magdalena,
Sonora and Tucson, Arizona corridor. Oktavec incorporates historical research, anthropological fieldwork, and oral interviews in examining the sociocultural beliefs
and customs of milagro offerings. The author's thorough knowledge of her subject
(and objects) provides fascinating and accessible material for both academic and
general readers.
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Before detailing the numerous practices and traditions involving milagros,
Oktavec discusses the cult of San Francisco Xavier which flourishes (thanks to
Padre Kino) in Magdalena and San Xavier del Bac, the two major pilgrimage sites
addressed in this work. Pilgrimages to these shrines occur each year, but dramatically increase on the feast days of San Francisco. As a result of these religious
journeys, thousands of milagros and other types of votive offerings such as pictures, locks of hair, crutches, casts, and hospital bracelets are left as gifts of gratitude for miracles granted. Oktavec's incredible descriptions of the spiritual, emotional,
and often festive atmosphere at these shrines will evoke memories in all who have
studied or experienced this type of religiosity.
Among other things, Answered Prayers documents the different physical types
of milagros, their use, and their construction. Numerous photographs throughout
Answered Prayers illustrate the wider variety of milagros. Although renditions of
human figures and body parts are by far the most popular offerings, images of
saddles, boats, and even car batteries have been left at the shrines. Oktavec takes her
study one step further as she examines the evolution of these tiny metal offerings
and the untraditional adaptations into the fashionable mainstream realms ofjewelry
and home accessories. While some may criticize Oktavec for incorporating this
information, her approach is integral to the contextualization and comprehension of
these miniature metal "miracles" and their significance to religion and religious popular
culture.
Clarification of the intricacies, differences, and similarities between sanctioned
religious practice, and the traditions within folk or popular religion, is often difficult
to achieve. Thankfully, Oktavec succeeds in presenting the numerous components.
This vital work is an important contribution to the disciplines of anthropology,
history, religious studies, folklore, and other cultural studies. The real value of
Answered Prayers, however, lies in its coverage of the day-to-day details of beliefs,
hope, life, and milagros.
Tey Marianna Nunn
University ofNew Mexico
A Narrative Bibliography of the African-American Frontier: Blacks in the Rocky
Mountain West, 1535-1912. By Roger D. Hardaway. (Lewiston, New York: The
Edwin Mellen Press, 1995.ii + 242 pp. Table, index. $89.95.)
Though the African-American West has been a topic of scholarly interest for at
least fifty years, the subject is only now receiving the attention it deserves. Few
categories of analysis have been developed for a better understanding of the subject
and relatively few cogent works have been produced. Roger Hardaway's Narrative
Bibliography ofthe African American Frontier, however, an annotated bibliography,
makes further work much easier.
The Rocky Mountain West includes the present-day states of Arizona, Colorado, Idaho, Montana, Nevada, New Mexico, Utah, and Wyoming. In the 1530s,
Estevanico, an African and the slave of Spanish conquistadors, lived in the Rocky
Mountain region. His story marks the beginning of Hardaway's collection. Concentrating on the frontier experience, Hardaway uses New Mexico and Arizona's 1912
admittance to the Union as the collection's ending point.
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For each entry, Hardaway provides background information and contextualizes
the subject. He includes some pertinent works and generally succeeds in extracting
the authors' main arguments. Hardaway also notes the inaccuracies of the works
included in his coIlection, a clear indication that African Americans are not exempt
from the myths of the West.
Obviously interested in creating a practical reference guide, Hardaway has
included indexes by state, journal, subject, and author. A diverse array of chapters
including "Women," "Farmers and Ranchers," "The Mining Frontier," and "The
Urban Frontier" are sure to appeal to a broad audience. Moreover, in an endeavor to
reach (or perhaps to create) a wider readership, he provides "sources for young
readers," a vital sector of the population.
The holes in this bibliography are an indication more of the immense amount of
work that needs to be done in the field, rather than of a lack of effort. StiIl, those
interested in reading or writing about a fuIler western experience would do well to
consult Hardaway's Bibliography.
Matthew J. PoweIl
University ofNew Mexico
General M.G. Vallejo and the Advent of the Americans: A Biography. By Alan
Rosenus. (Albuquerque: University of New Mexico Press, 1995. xv + 292 pp.
Illustrations, maps, notes, bibliography, index. $42.50 cloth, $22.50 paper.)
In the startling diversity of mid-nineteenth century California society, General
M.G. VaIlejo was unique. A Californio patron who admired American republicanism, VaIlejo built a frontier empire during California's Mexican era, only to lose it in
the American era that followed. In this engaging biography, Alan Rosenus focuses
on the turbulent 1840s, and on the causes and ironic consequences ofVaIlejo's dream
to make California part of the United States.
The greatest strength of this book lies in the author's remarkable ability to
breathe life into historical figures and to clarify complicated political machinations.
Rosenus places VaIlejo's political philosophy and career against a background of
Mexican political squabbles, American westward migration, and the final conquest
of California in the United States-Mexican War. Along the way, he provides colorful
sketches of the most important men of the day, including Governor Pablo Vicente
Sola, Jose Castro, Juan Bautista Alvarado, Thomas Larkin, John Sutter, an'd John
Charles Fremont.
Rosenus aspires to tell the story of the American conquest from Vallejo's point
of view, but unfortunately his choice of sources sometimes undermines this effort.
While he makes exceIlent use of Vallejo's own "Historical and Personal Memoirs,"
instead of using Spanish-language primary documents, some descriptive passages
are based on an uncritical reading of secondary literature or contemporary American
accounts. As a result, Rosenus, perhaps unwittingly, replicates misleading Anglo
biases.
.Rosenus gives a clear portrait of Vallejo's political thought, but he is not quite
able to reconcile VaIlejo's pro-American republicanism with the general's clear enjoymentof being a patron at the top of California's elite. Rosenus does note that
this philosophy mixed idealism and self-interest, since Americans were both rela. tives and potential buyers ofVaIlejo real estate. Nevertheless, the complex ideological, racial and class implications ofVaIlejo'spro-American stance need elaboration.
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Mariano Guadalupe Vallejo was a far-sighted, energetic man who, through his
collaboration with Hubert Howe Bancroft on the latter's history of California, managed to place himself at the center of the action in that definitive history and to
ensure that his documents would be the core of Bancroft's archives. Despite this,
there have been few serious biographies of a man who clearly remains one of the
most important figures in the European development of frontier California. This
engaging work fills that need. Though it does not explicitly engage current debates
among professional historians of the western United States, Chicano or Borderlands
history, it will be of special interest to scholars of the political and ideological
conquest of the American Southwest.
Louise Pubols
University of Wisconsin. Madison

The Way to the West: Essays on the Central Plains. By Elliott West. (Albuquerque:
University of New Mexico Press, 1995. x + 244 pp. Illustrations, maps, notes,
bibliography, index. $49.95 cloth, $19.95 paper.)

The way to the West is complicated and can only be traversed intellectually
through a web of interconnections involving people and their families, plants, institutions, animals, politics, soil, weather, ambitions, and perceptions. Moreover, the
interconnections are ever-changing. In short, the past is as complicated and perhaps
ultimately as inscrutable as the present, but we had better watch what stories we tell
about it, for stories have power-not only to explain and enlighten but to obscure
and deceive. Such is the larger message in this wonderfully nuanced book, a work
laced with other notions no less revealing about how we might better perceive the
West.
Based on four essays delivered originally as the Calvin Horn lectures at the
University of New Mexico in 1993, the primary focus is the central Great Plains,
especially in the first two essays. Titled simply "Land" and "Animals," they portray the plains as a vast place with a beguiling but cruel climate. For humans and
animals alike, it has an essential heart-its water courses, and along these a few
crucial areas that offer adequate water, fuel, grass, and shelter. In the nineteenth
century, such places were sanctuaries. Often called "Big Timbers" or something
similar, they sustained life when the extremes of climate pounded down in full fury,
but as "riverine ecologies" their carrying capacities were limited. Competitionbetween buffalo and Indians, then between buffalo, Indians, and white overland
pioneers-soon reduced the Plains to shadows of what they had been. Here, then,
was the locus of change that transformed the region so dramatically in the
mid-nineteenth century.
These essays alone are worth the price of admission, but West's story is larger.
In "Families," he explores somewhat familiar ground (already having written a
prize-winning book on childhood in the West), but there are valuable thoughts here
as well. Among them are the long-lived influence of intermarriage and the sheer
power of families as an institutional force.
In "Stories," West cuts loose from geography altogether to explore the realm of
perceptions about what he calls "our unofficial fifty-first state, the Western State
of Mind" (p. 13 I). Two narratives have molded the way we perceive the West: one
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that seeks to impose an outside order and thus sees it as "the land of isn't, the
Empire of Gonna Be" (p. 138); and another that conceives of an empty place onto
which we might project our fantasies, and into which we might escape into timeless
prehistory. Both, he argues, "are lies" (p. 146). There are other narratives-from
Native Americans, descendants of white pioneers, and autobiographical writings of
contemporary authors. And we should listen to them, for they are the voices of
place, the sources for the only story that can provide westerners with genuine
identity.
This is an essential book. Its tone is measured and accommodating, and it is a
pleasure to read (who else but Elliott West would say that something was "gobbling
and burning the very bejabbers" (p. 27) out of a habitat). The whole is richly
rewarding.
Charles E. Rankin
Montana Historical Society, Helena

Wild River, Timeless Canyons: Balduin M611hausen 's Watercolors ofthe Colorado.
By Ben W. Huseman. (Tucson: University of Arizona Press for the Amon Carter
Museum, 1995. viii + 232 pp. lIIustrations, maps, notes, bibliography, index. $70.00.)
Deftly mixing biography, history, and the analysis of individual watercolors
and prints, this book provides a wonderful account· of the life and work of Prussian
writer and artist Balduin Mollhausen, who made three lengthy trips through the
American West in the 1850s. The book focuses on Mollhausen's 1857-58 trip,
while he was "artist and collector in natural history" to Lieutenant Joseph Ives'
expedition to determine the navigability of the Colorado River. Mollhausen's work
on this trip has long been known through the printed reproductions of his original
watercolors that appeared in the official government report of the Ives Expedition
(186 I). In 1988, however, the Amon Carter Museum in Ft. Worth, Texas acquired a
group of forty-six heretofore unknown Mollhausen watercolors from the Ives Expedition. These watercolors, reproduced here in color for the first time, provided
the impetus for an exhibition and this scholarly reappraisal of Mollhausen 's contributions to American art and science.
Huseman's work on Mollhausen suggests just what rich cultural documents
expedition sketches can truly be. While admitting that the small watercolor renderings of sites along the Colorado are not particularly outstanding as works of landscape art, Huseman effectively uses them to document the history of the expedition,
to chart Mollhausen's progress as an artist, and to elucidate the broader aims of
contemporary natural scientists, including Mollhausen's mentor, Alexander von
Humboldt.
While weaving an intellectual context for Mollhausen's work, Huseman creates
a visual one as well. In addition to the newly found watercolors, there are reproductions of numerous Mollhausen expedition watercolors still in private hands in Germany, a broad selection of engraved and lithographed prints made after M6l1hausen' s
originals, and the author's own photographic snapshots of the sites Mollhausen
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depicted nearly 140 years ago. All of this allows the reader to gain a fuller understanding of how 'Mollhausen worked, how he altered or exaggerated the scenes he
encountered, and how his pictures were in turn altered by the printmakers who
prepared them for publication.
Martha A. Sandweiss
Amherst College
Modern by Tradition: American Indian Painting in the Studio Style. By Bruce
Bernstein and W. Jackson Rushing. (Santa Fe: Museum ofNew Mexico Press, 1995.
ix + 166 pp. Illustrations, notes, bibliography, $45.00.)
Color reproductions of eighty-five of the 265 paintings from the Dorothy
Dunn collection of Native American art at the Museum of New Mexico make Modern by Tradition a stunning book. Additional images support the catalogue's two
essays. In visual wealth alone, the volume is invaluable to anyone interested in
Native American art and Southwest history.
The catalogue's focus is the 1932-37 period when Dorothy Dunn (Kramer)
taught art at the Santa Fe Indian School. Her Studio spawned a style that continues
today and which many consider "traditional" Native American painting: figurative
compositions rendered flatly with opaque color. Dunn's contribution cannot be
overstated; she encouraged artistic exploration when many still believed that Native
arts should be eradicated in the push for acculturation. Modern by Tradition provides vital information concerning Dunn's Studio years, particularly in its extensive
use of Dunn's own words gleaned from her papers, given to the museum in 1992.
Bruce Bernstein's essay, "Art for the Sake of Life: Dorothy Dunn and a Story
of American Indian Painting," explores Dunn's background and her pedagogical aims.
W. Jackson Rushing's "Modern by Tradition, The Studio Style of Native American
Painting" overlaps some areas covered by Bernstein, but examines art created under
Dunn's direction. There are difficult questions here about how Dunn's students
were to be creative in ways that did not match her preconceived notions of what
Indian art should be. Both essays at times read as apologies for Dunn, who has
endured much criticism since the 1960s.
Rushing's discussion of Dunn, based upon her personal papers, illuminates her
views, goals, and tactics as no other previous publication. It makes a major contribution to an understanding of the Studio years. His analysis of the art itself is
uneven and occasionally flawed by unfortunate passages, including the obligatory
comparison to Picasso and a few disparaging descriptions, such as: "her figures,
frankly, seem more like charming pictures offolkart dolls than they do representations of people" (p. 36). Critical assessment is both desireable and necessary for
Studio style painting to attain its rightful place in the history of art, but a problem
lurks in an unwillingness to deal with Studio art on its own terms. Rushing thoroughly analyzes the work of Joe Herrera, an artist closer to Euro-American modernist traditions, partly because of his work in the 1950s with Raymond Jonson at the
University of New Mexico. This emphasis on Herrera overshadows other artists
whose painting is far more representative of the Studio style. Thus, Euro-American
modernism continues to reign as a crowning achievement and Studio work is allowed
to pale by comparison.
Joyce M. Szabo
University ofNew Mexico
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Race and Labor in Western Copper: The Fightfor Equality, 1896-1918. By Philip J.
Mellinger. (Tucson: University of Arizona Press, 1995. xii + 269 pp. Illustrations,
map, table, notes, index. $40.00.)
To reaffirm the complexity of race, ethnicity, and labor in the American West,
social historian Philip J. Mellinger examines immigrant workers and their attempts
to organize unions in the western copper industry at the turn of this century. The
story of miners, muckers, millhands, and smelter workers reveals not only the
transformation of western mining but important themes in American history such as
immigration, industrialization, unionization, and race relations.
Although the book's title suggests a broad coverage of all of western copper,
Mellinger includes only areas "south of Montana." While the events at
Clifton-Morenci, Arizona, and Bingham Canyon, Utah, are more thoroughly studied, the other camps and towns receive "only a momentary snapshot of their mining-community lives" (p. II). Focusing on ordinary people rather than on mines,
companies, or labor unions in the abstract, Mellinger depicts a classic struggle
between labor and capital. During the period from 1896 to 1918, the workers, with
the help of the Western Federation of Mines and the Industrial Workers of the
World, continuously challenged the copper companies and strove for economic
security. Tens of thousands of immigrant workers from Europe, Asia, and Latin
America began to support collective bargains with the management and sometimes
went on strike. Meanwhile, the powerful corporations used strikebreakers and police forces to defeat workers' causes. The labor conflict often led to violence.
Ethnic-racial equality is the key issue in this labor movement. As unskilled
laborers, most non-English speaking immigrants received lower pay and subjected
to other types of job discrimination. When unionization began in the Southwest,
Anglo and Irish workers rejected any assistance from other ethnic groups and relied
on themselves for success. Thus, many Hispanic employees had to fight two enemies: management and discrimination. The ethnic-racial conflict in mining towns
further complicated the process of unionization. After repeated strikes and defeats,
both American and immigrant workers came to realize that they needed each other in
order to achieve a common goal. Gradually, the non-English-speaking workers in
the region were accepted by Anglo and Irish unionists. By the time the United
States entered World War I, racial equality and ethnic toleration ultimately won
significant victories in western·copper.
As the first regional history of ordinary mining workers, Race and Labor in
Western Copper provides.a good case study of race and labor relations in the American West. This book is a solid piece of scholarship. In only 200 pages, Mellinger
clearly explains the complex process of immigrant workers' inclusion into the mainstream United States labor movement.
Liping Zhu

Eastern Washington University, Cheney

BOOK NOTES

Neither Red nor White and other Indian Stories. By George A. Boyce.
(Santa Fe, New Mexico: Sunstone Press, 1996.96 pp. Illustrations. $12.95
paper.)
National Popular Politics in Early Independent Mexico, 1820-1847.
By Torcuato S. Di Tella. (Albuquerque: University of New Mexico Press,
1996. ix + 383 pp. Tables, notes, bibliography, index. $55.00.)
The Texas Revolutionary Experience: A Political and Social History,
1835-1836. By Paul D. Lark. (College Station: Texas A&M University
Press, 1996. xxv + 332 pp. Maps, tables, appendix, notes, bibliography,
index. $19.95 paper.) Reprint of 1992 edition.
And Die in the West: The Story of the O.K. Corral Gunfight. By Paula
Mitchell Marks. (Norman: University of Oklahoma Press, 1996.480 pp.
Illustrations, map, notes, bibliography, index. $17.95.) Reprint of 1989
edition.
Built to Last: An Architectural History of Silver City, New Mexico. By
Susan Berry and Sharman Apt Russell. (Silver City, New Mexico: Silver
City Museum Society, 1995. v + 131 pp. Illustrations, maps, appendix,
notes, index. $19.95 paper.) Reprint of 1986 edition with a new forward
by Marc Simmons.
The Outlaw Trail: A History of Butch Cassidy and His Wild Bunch. By
Charles Kelly. (Lincoln: University of Nebraska Press, 1996. xix + 374 pp.
Illustrations, maps, index. $14.00 paper.) Reprint of 1959 revised edition
with a new introduction by Daniel Buck and Anne Meadows.
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Western Lore and Language: A Dictionary for Enthusiasts ofthe American West. By Thomas L. Clark. (Salt Lake City: University of Utah Press,
1996. xvi + 266 pp. Illustrations, bibliography. $24.95 cloth.)
John Ringo: The Gunfighter Who Never Was. By Jack Burrows. (Tucson:
University of Arizona Press, 1996. xv+ 242 pp. Illustration, map, notes,
bibliography, index. $15.95 paper.) Reprint of 1987 edition.
Confederate General of the West: Henry Hopkins Sibley. By Jerry
Thompson. (College Station: Texas A&M University Press, 1996. xix +
399 pp. Illustrations, maps, notes, bibliography, index. $16.95 paper.)
Reprint of 1987 edition.
Centuries of Hands: An Architectural History of St. Francis of Assisi
Church and its Missions, Rancho de Taos, New Mexico. By Van Dorker
and Corina A. Santistevan. (Santa Fe, New Mexico: Sunstone Press, 1996.
160 pp. Illustrations, map, notes, bibliography. $18.95 paper.)
Bad Boys and Black Sheep: Fateful Tales from the West. By Robert
Franklin Gish. (Reno: University of Nevada Press, 1996. xiii + 181 pp.
$15.00 paper.)
One Nation Under God: The Triumph of the Native American Church.
Edited by Huston Smith and Reuben Smith. (Santa Fe, New Mexico: Clear
Light Publishers, 1996. 176 pp. Illustrations, notes. $24.95 paper.)
Politics in Mexico. By Roderic Ai Camp. (New York: Oxford University
Press, 1996. x + 258 pp. Tables, notes, bibliography, index. $16.95 paper.)
Reprint of 1993 edition.
Crossing Rio Pecos. By Patrick Dearen. (Fort Worth: Texas Christian
University Press, 1996. x + 196 pp. Illustrations, map, notes, bibliography, index. $15.95 paper.)
The Old Santa Fe Trail. By Stanley Vestal. (Lincoln: University ofNebraska Press, 1996. xvi + 304 pp. Map, appendixes, notes, bibliography,
index. $14.00 paper.) Reprint of 1939 edition with a new introduction by
Marc Simmons.
The Civil War in Apacheland: Segeant George Hand's Diary: California, Arizona, West Texas, New Mexico, 1861-1864. Edited by Neil B.
Carmony. (Silver City, New Mexico: High-Lonesome Books, 1996.216
pp. Illustrations, maps, appendixes, bibliography, index. $21.95 cloth,
$12.95 paper.)

NEWS NOTES

Due to an editorial error, the title of John P. Wilson's book, Islands
in the Desert: A History of Southeastern Arizona (University of New
Mexico Press, 1995), was incorrectly published as Islands in the Desert:
A History ofSouthwestern Arizona in the book review by Robert Trennert
found on page 288 of the July 1996 New Mexico Historical Review. The
editorial staff apologizes for this error to the author, John P. Wilson; the
reviewer, Robert Trennert; and the University of New Mexico Press.
Elaine Carey will be on sabbatical from the Review for the next ten
months while she conducts dissertation research in Mexico as a Fulbright
scholar. As a staff member since August 1993, Ms. Carey has served as
the associate editor and book review editor while completing her course
work and examinations for a doctorate in Latin American history.
Vicki L. Ruiz, professor of history at Arizona State University, wiII
deliver the 1996 Calvin P. Horn Lectures in Western History and Culture.
The series, entitled "Conquests and Migrations: Cuentos de Las
Mujeres," will commence on Sunday 27 October 1996 at 3:00 p.m. with a
talk on "Comadres, Cowgirls, and Curanderas: Spanish / Mexican Women
in the Southwest, 1540-1900." Lectures scheduled for Monday and Tuesday, 28-29 October, will address "Cultural Crossroads: Negotiating the
Iconography of Americanization, 1920-1950" and "Una Mujer sin
Fronteras: Luisa Moreno and Latina Labor Activism, 1930-1950." These
begin at 7 p.m. The last lecture, "And Miles To Go: Mexican Women and
Work, 1930-1996," starts at 3:00 p.m. on Wednesday, 30 October 1996.
All lectures wiII take place in room 163 of the Anthropology building at
the University of New Mexico. Professor Ruiz's lectures are the twelfth
in a series funded by Calvin P. Horn, Albuquerque businessman, author,
and former regent of the University of New Mexico. The lectures wiII
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provide the foundation of a book, to be published by UNM Press. The
Horn Lectures are cosponsored by the Department of History, the Graduate School, and UNM Press.
A CALL FOR PAPERS. The Archdiocese of Santa Fe is planning a
number of activities to commemorate and explore the 400th anniversary
(1598-1998) of the founding of the Spanish colony and the establishment of the Catholic Church in New Mexico. Papers may be related to
any aspect of Catholic Church history during the Spanish colonial, Mexican, Territorial, or contemporary periods of New Mexico history, and
including the regions of colonial New Mexico now within the dioceses
of Gallup, Las Cruces, and Tucson. Topics may include, but are not limited to, Church-state relations, early missions, Franciscan history, cultural impact and conflict, biography, and historiography. The deadline
for proposals is 31 December 1996. They should be mailed to the Catholic Cuatro Centennial Commission/Archdiocese of Santa Fe/Office of
Historic-Artistic Patrimony/223 Cathedral Place/Santa Fe, NM 87501.
Questions may be directed toward Dr. Robert J. Torrez, (505) 827-7332 or
Mrs. Marina Ochoa, (505) 983-3811.
A CALL FOR MANUSCRIPTS. The Nevada Humanities Committee
and the University of Nevada Press are seeking contributing essays for
"Communities in the American West," volume 20 of the Halcyon Series.
Papers may deal with virtually any ethnic, racial, or cultural communities
in the West (e.g. Basque, Italian, Jewish, truckers, prisons, corporations,
environmentalists). The series editor seeks explorations into the history
of community in the West as well as discussions of present and possible
future communities. Scholarly articles, literary nonfiction, fiction, poetry, photography, art, and perspectives from diverse disciplines are
welcome. The deadline for submissions is 15 January 1997. Send inquiries or manuscripts to Stephen Tchudi, Editor/Communities in the American West/Department of English (098)/University of Nevada, Reno/Reno,
NV 89557-0031/(702) 784-6755/FAX (702) 784-6266/email:
stuchu@powernet.net
The National Park Service announced that it has begun soliciting
designs for a memorial to honor Indians who died in the Battle of Little
Big Horn (where the memorial will stand), in service to the United States,
and in service to their native nations. The winning design must evoke
the theme "Peace Through Unity." The deadline to register for the competition was 24 September 1996 and those who enter the contest must
submit their designs by mid-January 1997. The three cash prizes are
$30,000 for first place, $15,000 for second place, and $5,000 for third
place. Individuals who wish to contribute to construction of the Indian
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Memorial may forward donations to Southwest Parks & Monuments
Assn.lPO Box 190/Crow Agency, MT 59022. For inclusion on a mailing
list for the competition, call 1-800-969-2830.
The Spanish Colonial Arts Society will hold its annual Winter Spanish Market in Santa Fe the weekend of 7-8 December 1996. It is one of
the largest exhibitions of Hispanic art in the country. For further information, contact Ruth Williams at the Spanish Colonial Arts Society, Inc.!
PO Box 161l/SantaFe, NM 87504-1611/(505) 983-4038/FAX (505) 9824585.
Submissions are sought for the ABC-CLIO America: History and
Life award. The award is a biennial award of$750 given to recognize and
encourage scholarship in American history in the journal literature that
advances new perspectives on accepted interpretations or previously
unconsidered topics. The award is not confined to any particular subject area or chronological period but instead seeks to recognize journal
articles that are pathbreaking in nature and do not simply elaborate previous interpretations but propose new perspectives or examine new areas. Individuals as well as editors may submit nominations. Each entry
must have been published between 16 November 1994 and 15 November
1996. No late submissions will be accepted. The author of the winning
article will receive the award at the 1997 Annual Meeting of the Organization of American Historians in San Francisco, California. For further
information, contact the Organization of American Historians/l12 North
Bryan Street/Bloomington, IN 47408-4199/(812) 855-7311.
The Regional Oral History Office at the Bancroft Library has produced a family history on CD-ROM that is based on an oral history of
Marjory Farquhar, pioneer rock climber, Sierra Club leader, conservationist, and photographer. The CD-ROM includes the oral history transcript linked to audio selections from the tape recordings, clips from her
16 mm movies of mountain climbing and other outdoor adventures that
date to the 1930s. It also includes over 700 still photographs. The disk
also contains information about how to create a family history or similar
production on a CD-ROM. It can be run on MAC or Windows systems.
To request a copy of the Farquhar disk for review, contact Peter Farquhar/
1695 Sutter Street/San Francisco, CA 94109/(415) 346-5205/FAX (415)
673-7554/email: TomboMedia@AOL.com
A CALL FOR PROPOSALS. The Arizona Historical Convention, to
be held 24-26 April 1997 in Wickenburg, Arizona, invites proposals for
papers on any aspect of Arizona history for presentation. A panel of
judges will award prizes of $200 to the best paper of the convention,
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$200 to the best graduate student paper, and $200 to the best paper that
deals with any aspect of Arizona geography, broadly defined, or cartography. All proposals must be submitted by 1 December 1996. To be considered for a prize, submit an accepted, completed paper of approximately twelve double-spaced, typed pages (exclusive of notes) by 1
March 1997. Papers not being submitted for a prize must be in hand no
later than 1 April. For further information or to submit papers, please
contact Bruce J. Dinges, Arizona Historical Society/949 E. Second Street/
Tucson, AZ 85719/(520) 628-5774.
.
The National Cowboy Hall of Fame announces "A Year of Frederic
Remington." It is the largest and most unique exhibit ever assembled on
the master artist and sculptor. The exhibit is open for viewing in the
Grace B. Kerr Gallery from 22 September 1996 through 30 May 1997.
Titled "Frederic Remington: an American Artist," the exhibit will focus
on Remington's entire career as an illustrator for such magazines as
Harper's Weekly, Harper's Monthly, Scribner's and Collier's; his transition from illustrator to easel artist; his role as one of the country's greatest interpreters of the West; and finally as one of the country's premier
artists. The full range of his works from studies and sketches to major
paintings and sculpture are included, as well as studio items, diaries,
letters, photographs, archival material, and pieces from his personal art
collection. The Hall of Fame will then host a second Remington exhibition titled "In Search of Frederic Remington" from 30 May through 15
August 1997. This traveling show is produced by the Buffalo Bill Historical Center in Cody, Wyoming, and sponsored by the Ford Motor
Company. It will offer a complete raisonne of Remington's work. For
further information about this or any other events at the Hall of Fame,
contact Lynda Haller, Director of Public Relations/National Cowboy Hall
ofFame/1700 NE 63rd Street/Oklahoma City, OK 73111/(405) 478-2250,
extension 221.
The Center for Southwest Research, a department of the University
of New Mexico General Library, is pleased to announce the opening of
the Dennis Chavez Papers. Chavez was born in Los Chavez, Valencia
County, New Mexico, in 1888. His political career began in 1922 when he
was elected to the New Mexico State Legislature. In 1930, he was elected
as the Democratic candidate to the House of Representatives. Bronson
Cutting defeated Chavez in the 1934 Senate race, but following Cutting's
sudden death in 1935, New Mexico Governor Clyde Tingley appointed
him to fill the vacant seat. Chavez was re-elected in 1940, 1946, 1952,
and 1958. He was the first native-born Hispanic elected to the United
States Senate. At the time of his death in 1962, he was ranked fourth in
Senate seniority. The papers contain 383 cubic feet of material docu-
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menting Chavez's political career including his involvement in areas such
as Indian affairs, labor, the Post Office, Department of Defense, Latin
America, and the New Deal. The bulk of the collection spans the years
1930-1962. The inventory to the collection is available on disk in
WordPerfect 5.1. The complete inventory and collection are accessible
via the Anderson Reading Room, Center for Southwest Research,
Zimmerman Library, University of New Mexico, Albuquerque. For further information, contact Beth Silbergleit at the Center for Southwest
Research/Zimmerman Library/University of New Mexico/Albuquerque,
NM 87131-1466/(505) 277-0060/email: bsil@unm.edu or contact
Kathlene Ferris at the above address/(505) 277-7l72/email:
kferris@unm.edu
The Arnon Carter Museum, Fort Worth, after renovating its front
facade, reopens 7 September 1996 with the exhibitions The Shores of a
Dream: Yasuo Kuniyoshi's Early Work in America and Folk Artfrom the
Collection through 17 November 1996, and Masterworks ofthe Photography Collection: Thirty-five Years of Collecting through 1 January
1997. Contact Arnon Carter Museum/350 1 Camp Bowie Boulevard/ Fort
Worth, TX 7601-2695/(817) 738-1933.

Re-imagining
the Modern
American West
A Century of Fiction, History, and Art
Richard W. Etulain
A reader's guide to Western Americana, this compendium
brings together literary, historical, and artistic interpretations
of the West. "Provocative and important. "-Larry McMurtry
270 pp., $45.00 cloth, $17.95 paper
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Japanese-American Concentration Camps, A Photographic Essay," by Ferenc M.
Szasz and Patrick Nagatani,
157-87
Contemporary New Mexico,
1940-1990, edited by
Richard W. Etulain, reviewed,
77-78
A Contest of Faiths: Missionary
Women and Pluralism in the
American Southwest, by
Susan M. Yohn, reviewed,
189-90
Cooper, Frederick et aI., Confronting Historical Paradigms: Peasants, Labor, and
the Capitalist World System
in Africa and Latin America,
257ff
Cornell, Captain Thomas F.,
reviews The Court Martial of
Lieutenant Henry Flipper, by
Charles M. Robinson, 82-83
The Court Martial of Lieutenant
Henry Flipper, by Charles M.
Robinson III, reviewed, 82-83
Creel, Enrique, 245, 247
Crimes and Misdeeds: Headlines
from Arizona's Past, by W.
Lane Rogers, reviewed, 278
Cristy, Raphael, reviews Charles
M. Russell, Sculptor, by Rick
Stewart, 195-96
Cross, Sharyl, and Marina A.
Oborotova, eds., The New
Chapter in United StatesRussian Relations: Opportu-
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nities and Challenges,
reviewed, 207-09
Cruzate grants, 310, 341-59
Cruzat y Gongora, Gervasio,
Governor, 315-17 _
Cubero, Rodriguez, Governor,
311,313
Cuervo y Valdez, Francisco,
Governor, 310-11
Cusihuirachi, Mexico, 248
Cutter, Charles R., The Legal
Culture of Northern New
Spain, 1700-1810 reviewed,
279-80
Cutter, Donald C., reviews The
Red Captain: The Life of
Hugo 0 'Conor, Commandant
Inspector of New Spain, by
Mark Santiago, 83-84
Dancing with the Devil: Society
and Cultural Poetics in
Mexican:::"American South
Texas, by Jose Limon, reviewed,194
Daniels, Roger, 159, 186n
Dan Stuart's Fistic Carnival, by
Leo N. Miletich, reviewed,
200--01
Dary, David, Seeking Pleasure in
the Old West, reviewed, 28485
Davis, Jerry A., reviews Caddo
Indians: Where We Come
From, by Cecile Elkins Carter,
277-78
Davis, RonaldL., reviews Texan
Iliad: A Military History of
the Texas Revolution, 18351836, by Stephen L. Hardin,
196-97
Dawson, Joseph G., III, ed., The
Texas Military Experience:
From the Texas Revolution

421

through World War JI,
reviewed,396-97
De la 0, Victor, 350-353, 358n
De la Teja, Jesus F., reviews
Tejanos and Texas Under the
Mexican Flag, 1821-1836,
by Andres Tijerina, 84-85;
San Antonio de Bexar: A
Community on New Spain's
Northern Frontier, reviewed,
283-84
De Leon, Arnoldo, and Kenneth
L. Stewart, Not Enough
Room: Mexicans, Anglos,
and Socioeconomic Change
in Texas, 1850-1900, reviewed,193
Deloria, Vine, Jr., reviews Indians
and the American West in the
Twentieth Century, by
Donald L. Parman, 85-86
De Ojeda, Bartolome, 342
'''Designing and Mischievous
Individuals': The Cruzate
Grants and the Office of the
Surveyor General," by Sandra
K. Mathews-Lamb, 341-59
De Vallbona, Rima, ed., Vida I
Sucesos de la Monja Alferez:
Autobiografia atribuido a
Dona Catalina, reviewed, 292
The Devil in the New World: The
Impact of Diabolism in New
Spain, by Fernando
Cervantes, reviewed, 78-79
Dixon, David, Hero ofBeecher
Island: The Life and Career
ofGeorge A. Forsyth, reviewed, 281-82
The Dominquez-Escalante
Journal, translated by fray
Angelico Chavez, edited by
Ted J. Warner, reviewed, 20102
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Dorman, Harry, 140-47, 151, 154n
Downing, Sybil, and Robert E.
Smith, Tom Patterson:
Colorado Crusader For
Change, reviewed, 202
Duncklee, John, reviews Crimes
and Misdeeds: Headlines
from Arizona's Past, by W.
Lane Rogers, 278
Durango, Mexico, 239
Dust Bowl, 26,28,33,35
Early Innings: A Documentary
History of Baseball, 18251908, edited by Dean A.
Sullivan, reviewed, 283
East Africa, historiography, 25767
Eber, Christine, Women and
Alcohol in a Highland Maya
Town: Water ofHope, Water
ofSorrow, reviewed, 400
Ebright, Malcolm, "Advocates for
the Oppressed: Indians,
Genizaros and their Spanish
Advocates in New Mexico,
1700-1786," 305-40
Education, in New Mexico, 10533
EI bandolero, el pocho y la raza,
by David R. Maciel, reviewed,
197-98
Elliott, Melinda, Great Excavations: Tales ofEarly Southwestern Archaeology, 18881939, reviewed, 294
El Paso, TX 237,246-47,251,253
El Rincon, Mexico, 251
El Tuerto placer mine, 372
El Tuerto Pueblo, 363, 364
En Divina Luz: The Penitente
Moradas of New Mexico, by
Michael Wallis and Craig
Varjabedian, reviewed, 96
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Erickson, Winston P., Sharing the
Desert: The Tohono 0 'odham
in History, reviewed, 190-91
Espinosa, Aurelio, 115, 117; "Los
Comanches," 115-116;
photograph of, 114
Essays on the Changing Images
of the Southwest, edited by
Richard Francaviglia and
David Narrett, reviewed, 20506
Estados Unidos, 237-57
Etulain, Richard W.,ed., Contemporary New Mexico, 19401990, reviewed, 77-78
Fernandez, Bartolome, 364, 365
Fernandez, Carlos, 307, 323, 32526,329-30,333
Ferrocarril Central Mexicano
(FCCM),237-56
Flags Along the Coast: Charting
the Gulf of Mexico, 15191759, by Jack Jackson,
reviewed, 397-98
Flynn, Kathryn A., Treasures on
New Mexico Trails: Discover
New Deal Art and Architecture, reviewed, 275-76
Foley, Patrick, reviews Life on a
Mexican Ranche, by Margaret Maude McKeller and ed.
by Dolores L. Latorre,
reviewed, 279
Forrest, Suzanne Sims, "A Trail of
Tangled Titles:.Mining, Land
Speculation, and the Dismemberment of the San
Antonio de las Huertas Land
Grant," 361-93
Francaviglia, Richard, and David
Narrett, eds., Essays on the
Changing Images of the
Southwest, reviewed, 205-06
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Freedom Bookstore (Roswell,
New Mexico), 60, 69
Furman, Necah Stewart, Caroline
Lockhart: Her Life and
Legacy, reviewed, 76-77
Gallegos, Antonio Jose, 375, 378,
381-82
Garcia, Marcelino, 139, 141
Garcia, Mexico, 251
Garcia, Nasario, "In Passing: Fray
Angelico Chavez (Manuel
Ezequiel Chavez), 19101996," 269-73; Tata: A Voice
from the Rio Puerco, reviewed,87-88
Garcia, Ricardo Le6n y Carlos
Gonzalez Herrera, "La
creacion de los sistemas
ferroviarios en el estado de
Chihuahua, Mexico, 18811912," 237-56
Garretson, John W., 344-45
General M. G. Vallejo and the
Advent ofthe Americans: A
Biography, by Alan Rosenus,
reviewed, 403-04
Germans, 1-24; photographs of,
13

Gines de Sepulveda, Juan; see
Sepulveda
Gil, Fernando, Primeras
[Doctrinas] del Nuevo
Mundo: Estudio historicoteol6gico de las obras de
fray Juan de Zumarraga
(J 548), reviewed, 89-90
Gila River, AZ, 158-59; photographs of, 172-73
Gish, Robert F., reviews Tata: A
Voice from the Rio Puerco,
edited by Nasario Garcia, 8788
Goins, Charles Robert, and John
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Michael Caldwell, Historical
Atlas of Louisiana, reviewed,
191-92
Grauer, Michael R., reviews Bert
Geer Phillips and the Taos
Art Colony, by Julie
Schimmel and Robert R.
White, 199
Gray, Edward, 107, 116-18,127
Great Depression, 28, 35
Great Excavations: Tales of
Early Southwestern Archaeology, 1888-1939, by
Melinda Elliott, reviewed, 294
Greaves, Gordon (newspaper
editor), 58, 60, 61, 64
Gressley, Gene M., reviews
Colony and Empire: The
Capitalist Transformation of
the American West, by
William Robbins, 86-87
Guanojuato, Mexico, 239, 247
Guggino, Patricia Burke, reviews
Between Worlds: Interpreters, Guides, and Survivors,
by Fr~nces Karttunen, 199200
Gunn, Virgil Roy, 110-11
Gurule, Lucas, 375-76
Gurule, Ram6n, 368-69
Guzman Bouvard, Marguerite,
Revolutionizing Motherhood: The Mothers of the
Plaza de Mayo, reviewed, 192
Hafen, Ann W., and LeRoy R.
Hafen, Old Spanish Trail,
Santa Fe to Los Angeles,
reviewed, 97-98
Hall, Em, reviews The Legal
Culture of Northern New
Spain, 1700-1810, by
Charles R. Cutter, 279-80
Hall, G. Emlen, 310,341,371
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Hanke, Lewis, Aristotle and the
American Indians, 333n; The
Spanish Struggle for Justice
in the Conquest of America,
333n
Hardaway, Roger D., A Narrative
Bibliography of the AfricanAmerican Frontier: Blacks in
the Rocky Mountain West,
1535-1912, reviewed, 40203
Hardin, Stephen L., Texas Iliad: A
Military History of the Texas
Revolution, 1835-1836,
reviewed, 196-97
Hargis, Billy James, 64-65
Heart Mountain, Wyoming, 159;
photographs of, 169-71
Hedren, Paul L., reviews Bad
Hand: A Biography of
General Ranald S.
Mackenzie, by Charles M.
Robinson, III, 88-89; reviews
Hero ofBeecher Island: The
Life and Military Career of
George A. Forsyth, by David
Dixon, 281-82
Hendricks, Rick, reviews The
Dominguez-Escalante
Journal, translated by fray
Angelico Chavez and edited
by Ted J. Warner, 201-02
Hendricks, Thomas A., 345-47,
354,357n,358n,359n
Heritage of the New Mexico
Frontier, by Tomas Wesley
Brown, reviewed, 399
Hero of Beecher Island: The Life
and Military Career of
George A. Forsyth, by David
Dixon, reviewed, 281-82
Herrera, Carlos Gonzalez y
Ricardo Leon Garcia, "La
creacion de los sistemas
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ferroviarios en el estado de
Chihuahua, Mexico, 18811912," 237-56
Herron, John, reviews Dan
Stuart's Fistic Carnival, by
Leo N. Miletich, 200-01
Hewett, Edgar Lee, 116, 140
Hickerson, Nancy Parrott, The
Jumanos: Hunters and
Traders of the South Plains
reviewed, 92-93
HiIl, David Spence (UNM President), 124-30
Hill, Roscoe (professor), 122, 127,
133n
Hispanic-Anglo relations, 341-59
Hispanic-Indian relations, 34159,361-93
Historical Atlas of Louisiana,
Charles Robert Goins and
John Michael CaldweIl,
reviewed, 191-92
Hodgin, Charles E., 109, 115
Hokona HaIl, UNM campus,
photograph of, 106
Hopi Indians, 262-64, 267n
A Hopi Social History: Anthropological Perspectives on
Sociocultural Persistence
and Change, by Scott
Rushforth and Steadman
Upham, 258ff
Howard, George Hill, 378-80
Huning, Franz, 4, 12, 14, 17, 137;
Trader on the Santa Fe Trail:
Memoirs of Franz Huning,
21n,24n
Huseman, Ben W., Wild River,
Timeless Canyons: Balduin
Mo//hausen's Watercolors of
the Colorado, reviewed, 40506
Hyde, Anne, reviews Tom
Patterson: Colorado Cru-
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sader For Change, by Sybil
Downing and Robert E.
Smith,202
Ilfeld, Charles, 4, 15
An Immigrant Soldier in the
Mexican War, by Frederick
Zeh, ed. by William J. Orr and
Robert Ryal Miller, reviewed,
398-99
Indians and the American West in
the Twentieth Century, by
Donald L. Parman, reviewed,
85-86
"In Passing: Fray Angelico
Chavez (Manuel Ezequiel
Chavez), 1910-1996," by
Nasario Garcia, 269-73
Internment camps, 157-87;
photographs, 166-85
Isaacs, Terry, "Politics, Religion
and the Blue Book: The John
Birch Society in Eastern New
Mexico and West Texas,
1960-1965," 51-73
Islands in the Desert: A History
of the Uplands of Southeastern Arizona, by John P.
Wilson, reviewed, 288-89
Isleta Pueblo, 314
Iverson, Peter, reviews John
Hittson: Cattle King on the
Texas and Colorado Border,
by Vernon R. Maddux, 203;
When Indians Became
Cowboys: Native Peoples
and Cattle Ranching in the
American West, reviewed, 291
Jackson, Jack, Flags Along the
Coast: Charting the Gulf of
Mexico, 1519-1759, reviewed, 397-98
Jaehn, Tomas, "The German
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Experience in New Mexico
From Its Territorial Beginnings To World War I" (Ph.D.
diss.), 20n; reviews An
Immigrant Soldier in the
Mexican War, by Frederick
Zeh, edited by William J. Orr
and Robert Ryal Miller 39899; "The Unpolitical German
in New Mexico, 1848-1914,"
1-24
Jaffa, HenryN., 12, 14
Jaffa, Nathan, 11, 17-19, 133n
photograph of, 13, 16
Japanese-Americans, 157-87
Jemez Pueblo, 342, 348,350,353
Jerome,AR, 159, 163,165 photograph of, 176
John, Elizabeth A.H., reviews The
Caddo Indians: Tribes at the
Convergence of Empires,
1542-1854, by F. Todd
Smith, 203-04
John Birch Society, 51-73;
application, illustration about
54-55; photograph 67
John Hittson: Cattle King on the
Texas and Colorado Border,
by Vernon R. Maddux,
reviewed, 203
John Muir: Apostle of Nature, by
Thurman Wilkins, reviewed,
276
Johnson, Lyndon Baines, 41, 66
Jones-Connally Act of 1934,30,
33
The Jumanos: Hunters and
Traders of the South Plains,
by Nancy Parrott Hickerson,
reviewed, 92-93
Kansas City, MO, 38
Karttunen, Frances, Between
Worlds: Interpreters, Guides,
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and Survivors, reviewed,
199-200
Kessell, John, 307, 356n
Kessler, George, 135,138,142
Key, M. David, reviews Heritage
of the New Mexico Frontier,
by Tomas Wesley Brown, 399
Klein, Laura F., and Lillian A.
Ackerman, eds., Women and
Power in Native North
America, reviewed, 286-87
Knaut, Andrew L., The Pueblo
Revolt of 1680: Conquest
and Resistance in Seventeenth-Century New Mexico,
reviewed, 395-96
Komatsuka, Rosa, poetry of, 160161
Korber, Jacob, 4,5,8,14
"La creacion de los sistemas
ferrovarios en el estado de
Chihuahua, Mexico, 18811912," By Carlos Gonzalez
Herrera y Ricardo Le6n
Garcia, 237-56
Ladr6n de Guitarra, Pedro, 341
Laguna Pueblo, 341,347,350,352,
355n
La Laguna, Mexico, 246
Lamadrid, Enrique R., reviews
El bandolero, el pocho y la
raza, by David R. Maciel,
197-98
Land grants, 305-40, 341-59,
361-93
Lange, Dorothea, 162-63
Laredo, TX, 249
Larrazolo, Octaviano (Governor),
124,128
Las Casas, Bartolome de (fray),
305-06,316,331
Latorre, Dolores L., ed., and
Margaret Maude McKeller,

OCTOBER 1994

Life on a Mexican Ranche,
reviewed, 279
Lawyers, 305-40
The Legal Culture of Northern
New Spain, 1700-1910, by
Charles R. Cutter, reviewed,
279-80
Leonard, Stephen J., Trials and
Triumphs: A Colorado
Portrait ofthe Great Depression, With FSA Photographs,
reviewed,212-13
Le6n Garcia, Ricardo, Misiones
Jesuitas en la Tarahumara:
(SigloXVIfI), reviewed,94;
reviews Primeras
[Doctrinas] del Nuevo
Mundo: Estudio historicoteologico de las obras de
fray Juan de Zumcirraga
(1548), by Fernando Gil, 8990
Lewis, David Rich, Neither Wolf
Nor Dog: American Indians,
Environment, and Agrarian
Change, reviewed, 80-81
Life on a Mexican Ranche, by
Margaret Maude McKeller,
edited by Dolores L. Latorre,
reviewed, 279
Lim6n, Jose E., Dancing with the
Devil: Society and Cultural
Poetics in Mexican-American South Texas, reviewed,
194
Litigation, 305-40
Lives of the Bigamists: Marriage,
Family, and Community in
Colonial Mexico, by Richard
Boyer, reviewed, 207
Lomawaima, K. Tsianina, They
Called It Prairie Light: The
Story of Chilocco Indian
School, reviewed, 81-82
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Lope~Ce~o, 139, 141
Lopez grant, 324
Lordsburg, NM, 159
"Los Comanches," by.Aurelio
Espinosa, 115-16
Los Dos Mundos: Rural Mexican
Americans, Another America,
by Richard Baker, reviewed,
289-90
Lucero, Marcos, 323, 326, 330
Luckingham, Bradford, Minorities
in Phoenix: A Profile of
Mexican American, Chinese
American, and African
American Communities,
1860-1992, reviewed, 94-95;
reviews The Urban West:
Managing Growth and
Decline, by James B.
Weatherby and Stephanie L.
Witt, 90-91
Lujan, Juana, 322, 323, 325

McDonald, Dedra S., reviews
Nina Otero-Warren ofSanta
Fe, by Charlotte Whaley 20405
McFarland, J. Horace, 143, 145
Maciel, David R., El bandolero,
el pocho y' la raza, reviewed,
197-98
McKeller, Margaret Maude, and
edited by Dolores L. Latorre,
Life on a Mexican Ranche,
reviewed, 279
MacMahon, Sandra Varney,
reviews Bibb: Hours That
Linger, 1919-1924, by M.B.
Reynolds, 282
McMahon, Sean H., reviews
Early Innings: A Documentary History of Baseball,
1825-1908, edited by Dean
A. Sullivan, 283
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Maddux, Vernon R., John
Hittson: Cattle King on the
Texas and Colorado Border,
reviewed, 203
Madrid, Matias, 323, 325
Madrid grant, 324
Mangan, Frank, Ruidoso Country, reviewed, 210-11
Manion, Clarence, 57
Manzanar, CA, 158-59, 162, 165
photographs of, 166-68
Martinez, Elizabeth Coonrod,
reviews Dancing with the
Devil: Society and Cultural
Poetics in Mexican-American South Texas, by Jose
Lim6n 194
Matamoros, Ileana M., reviews
Women and Alcohol in a
Highland Maya Town: Water
ofHop e, Water ofSorrow, by
Christine Eber, 400
Mathews-U~mb, Sandra K.,
"'Designing and Mischievous Individuals': The
Cruzate Grants and the
Office of the Surveyor
General," 341-59
Matovina, Timothy M., reviews
San Antonio de Bexar: A
Community on New Spain's
Northern Frontier, by Jesus
F. de la Teja, 283-84
Maxwell Land grant, 140
Mayers, A.G., 348-49, 354-55
Mechem, Edward L., Governor of
New Mexico, 38
Mechem, Edwin, 41, 66
Mellinger, Philip J., Race and
Labor in Western Copper:
The Fight for Equality,
1896-1918, reviewed, 407
Menaul School (Albuquerque,
NM), Ill, 119
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Mesa Verde, CO, 140
Mesita de Juana Lopez grant, 378
Miletich, Leo N., Dan Stuart's
Fistic Carnival, reviewed,
200-01
Miller, Darlis A., reviews Bloody
Valverde: A Civil War Battle
on the Rio Grande, February
21, 1862, by John Taylor, 401
Miller, Robert Ryal, and William J.
Orr, eds., An Immigrant
Soldier in the Mexican War,
by Frederick Zeh, reviewed,
398-99
Miflaca, Mexico, 248, 250
Minidoka, ID, 158; photographs
of, 179-80
Mining, 361-93
Minorities in Phoenix: A Profile
of Mexican American,
Chinese American, and
African American Communities, 1860-1992, by Bradford
Luckingham, reviewed, 94-95
Misiones Jesuitas en la
Tarahumara: (Siglo XVIII),
by Ricardo Le6n Garcia,
reviewed, 94
Modern by Tradition: American
Indian Painting in the
Studio Style, by Bruce
Bernstein and W. Jackson
Rushing, reviewed, 406
Montoya, Atanascio, 111, 126
Moorman, Donald R., and Gene
A. Sessions, Camp Floyd and
the Mormons: The Utah War,
reviewed,75-76
Moqui Pueblo, 347
Mora County, NM, 25
Morley, Sylvanus, 140, 144, 151
Moul, Harry, "The Santa Fe 1912
City Plan: A 'City Beautiful'
and City Planning Docu-

OCTOBER 1994

ment," 135-55
Muller, Frederick, 17, 24n
Mulroy, Kevin, reviews
Essays on the Changing
Images of the Southwest,
edited by Richard
Francaviglia and David
Narrett, 205-06
Musslewhite, Lynn, reviews Soul
in the Stone: Cemetery Art
From America's Heartland,
by John Gary Brown, 91-92
Nagatani, Patrick, 163, 164;
"Constricted Landscapes:
The Japanese-American
Concentration Camps, A
Photographic Essay," 157-87
Nahuerachi, Mexico, 251
A Narrative Bibliography of the
African-American Frontier:
Blacks in the Rocky Mountain West, 1535-1912, by
Roger D. Hardaway, reviewed
402-03
Narrett, David, and Richard
Francaviglia, eds., Essays on
the Changing Images of the
Southwest, reviewed, 205-06
Native Americans, 305-40
Navajo Country: A Geology and
History of the Four Corners
Region, by Donald 1. Baars,
reviewed, 293
The New Chapter in United
States-Russian Relations:
Opportunities and Challenges, edited by Sharyl
Cross and Marina A.
Oborotova, reviewed, 207-09
Nina Otero-Warren ofSanta Fe,
by Charlotte Whaley, reviewed, 204-05
Noble, David Grant, Pueblos,
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Villages, Forts & Trails: A
Guide to New Mexico's Past,
reviewed, 93
Noel, Thomas J., reviews
Seeking Pleasure in the Old
West,by David Dary, 284-85
Nolen, John, 142-43, 147
Norton, Hana Samek, reviews The
Jumanos: Hunters and
Traders of the South Plains,
by Nancy Parrott Hickerson,
92-93
Norwood, Vera, reviews American
Women Afield: Writings by
Pioneering Women Naturalists, by Marcia Myers Bonta,
206-07
Not Enough Room: Mexicans,
Anglos, and Socioeconomic
Change in Texas, 18501900, by Kenneth L. Stewart
and Arnoldo De Le6n,
reviewed, 193
Nuevo Le6n, Mexico, 237
Nunn, Tey Marianna, reviews
Answered Prayers: Miracles
and Milagros Along the
Border, by Eileen Oktavec,
401-02
Nusbaum, Jesse, 140, 144, 151-52
Obituaries: Chavez, Fray
Angelico, 269-73
Oborotova, Marina A., and Sharyl
Cross, eds., The New Chapter
in United States-Russian
Relations: Opportunities and
Challenges, reviewed, 207-09
Ocampo, Mexico, 248
"Of Boundary Shifters and
Disappearing Tribes: Reverberation between East Africa
and the American Southwest," by Jan.Bender Shetler,
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257--67
Ojinaga, Mexico, 240, 249
Oktavec, Eileen, Answered
Prayers: Miracles and
Milagros Along the Border,
reviewed, 401-02
Olmsted, Frederick Law, Jr., 135,
137, 142-43, 147, 155n
Orr, William J., and Robert Ryal
Miller, eds., An Immigrant
Soldier in the Mexican War,
by Frederick Zeh, reviewed,
398-99
Ortiz Mine area, chronology of,
383-87
Ortiz Mine grant, 378
Ortiz Mountains, 363, 368, 374
Otero, Mariano S., 17, III, 377
Otero, Miguel A., 17, 141
Otero, Miguel A., Jr. 111-14
Otero-Warren, Adelina (Nina),
129
Pacheco, Mexico, 251
Padilla, Diego, 314,
The Pageant of Ibero-American
Civilization: An Introduction
to its Cultural History, by
Rafael E. Tarrago, reviewed,
395
Papigochi, Mexico, 248
Parker, Dorothy, reviews Pueblos,
Villages, Forts & Trails: A
. Guide to New Mexico's Past,
by David Grant Noble, 93
Parman, Donald L., Indians and
the American West in the
Twentieth Century reviewed,
85-86
Parral, Mexico, 246
Pascoe, Peggy, reviews
Unsubmissive Women:
Chinese Prostitutes in
Nineteenth-Century San
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Francisco, by Benson Tong,
285-86
Pasztor, Suzanne B., reviews
Lives of the Bigamists:
Marriage, Family,and
Community in Colonial
Mexico, by Richard Boyer,
207
Peck, Richard E., 105, 107, 130
Pecos Pueblo, 311,348
Pelham, William, 341, 343-50,
353-55, 357n, 358n, 359n,
368-369,372-73
Perdue, Theda, reviews Women
and Power in Native North
America, edited by Laura F.
Klein and Lillian A.
Ackerman, 286-87
Perea, Jose Leandro, 376-77
Perea, Pedro Jose, 369-71
Petris de Cruzate, Domingo
Jironza, 342-43, 356n
Picuris (Picuris) Pueblo, 345, 348
Pinos Altos, Mexico, 248
Placitas, NM, 361-93
Pojoaque Pueblo, 312-13, 323,
344 map of, 348
"Politics, Religion and the Blue
Book: The John Birch Society
in Eastern New Mexico and
West Texas, 1960-1965," by
Terry Isaacs, 51-73
Polzer, Charles W., S.J., reviews
Misiones Jesuitas en la
Tarahumara: (Siglo XVIII),
by Ricardo Leon Garcia, 94
Porfiriato 1876-1911,237-56
Portales, NM, 51-73
Poston, AZ, 161; photographs of,
174-75
Powell, Matthew J., reviews A
Narrative Bibliography of
the African-American
Frontier: Blacks in the
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Rocky Mountain West, 15351912, by Roger D.
Hardaway, 402-03
Prager, Sydney, 11; photograph
of, 13
Prince, L. Bradford (Governor),
10,111,139
Pubols, Louise, reviews General
M.G. Vallejo and the Advent
of the Americans: A Biography, by Alan Rosenus, 40304
The Pueblo ofAcoma v. Vicente
Avilucea, Ramon Sanchez,
and Victor de la 0, 350-53
The Pueblo Revolt of 1680:
Conquest and Resistance in
Seventeenth-Century New
Mexico, by Andrew L. Knaut,
reviewed, 395-96
Rabinowitz, Howard N., reviews
Minorities in Phoenix: A
Profile ofMexican American, Chinese American, and
African American Communities, 1860-1992, by Bradford
Luckingham,94-95
Race and Labor in Western
Copper: The Fight for
Equality, 1896-1918, by
Philip J. Mellinger, reviewed
407
Race relations, New Mexico, 5173
Rael de Aguilar, Alfonso, II, 308,
330, 333,334n
Rae1 de Aguilar, Alfonso, 307,
309,311-14,317,325
Ramirez, Jose Serafin, 363, 368,
370,372,375
Ranching, 25-49
Rankin, Charles E., reviews The
Way to the West: Essays on
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the Central Plains, by Elliott
West, 404-05
Raton, NM, 126
Real de Dolores, 368, 374, 378
The Red Captain: The Life of
Hugo 0 'Conor, Commandant
Inspector of New Spain, by
Mark Santiago, reviewed, 8384

Regensberg, AI, "A General
Dynamics of Drought,
Ranching and Politics in New
Mexico, 1953-1961," 25-49
Reynolds, M.B., Bibb: Hours
That Linger, 1919-1924,
reviewed, 282
Richardson, George, 57-58, 68,
70n, 72n
Right-wing politics, 51-73
Rio Papigochi, 250
Robbins, Richard G., Jr., reviews
The New Chapter in United
States-Russian Relations:
Opportunities and Challenges, edited by Sharyl
Cross and Marina A.
Oborotova, reviewed 207-09
Robbins, William, Colony and
Empire: The Capitalist
Transformation ofthe American West, reviewed, 86-87
Robinson, Charles M., III, Bad
Hand: A Biography of
General Ranald S.
Mackenzie, reviewed 88-89;
The Court Martial of Lieutenant Henry Flipper,
reviewed, 82-83
Rock Art in New Mexico, by
Polly Schaafsma, reviewed, 98
Rodey, Bernard S. (lawyer), 10910

Rogers, W. Lane, Crimes and
Misdeeds: Headlines from
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Arizona's Past, reviewed, 278
Rohwer, AR, photograph of, 177
Romero, Orlando, reviews En
Divina Luz: The Penitente
Moradas of New Mexico, by
Michael Wallis and Craig
Varjabedian, 96
Roosevelt, Franklin Delano, 28,
159
Rosenus, Alan, General M, G,
Vallejo and the Advent of the
Americans: A Biography,
reviewed, 403-04
Ross, Edmund G., 17, 24n, III
Roswell, NM, 51-73
'Roybal, Ignacio, 309-10, 325
Roybal grant, 324
Ruidoso Country, by Frank
Mangan, reviewed, 210-11
Rushforth, Scott, 261, 263
Rushing, W. Jackson, and Bruce
Bernstein, Modern by Tradition: American Indian
Painting in the Studio Style,
reviewed, 406
San Antonio de Bexar: A Community on New Spain's Northern Frontier, by Jesus F. de
la Teja, reviewed, 283-84
San Antonio de las Huer,tas Land
Grant, 361-93; chronology of,
383-87
'
Sanchez, Joseph P., reviews Old
Spanish Trail, Santa Fe to
Los Angeles, by LeRoy R.
Hafen and Ann W. Hafen, 9798
Sanchez, Pedro, 323,325
Sanchez grant, 325
Sandia Pueblo, 315, 349-50, 353
Sandoval, Antonio, 363, 369, 371
Sandoval, Felipe, 331, 339n
Sandweiss, Martha A. reviews,
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Wild River, Timeless Canyons: Balduin Mollhausen 's
Watercolors of the Colorado,
by Ben W. Huseman, 405-06
San Felipe Pueblo, 308,348,365,
380
San Ildefonso Pueblo, 308-10,
321-23,325-26,328,330,
347-48
San Juan Pueblo, 311, 345-46, 348
San Pedro grant, 361, 373,378
San Pedro Mountains, 363, 36869,371
San Pedro Pueblo, 378
Santa Ana Pueblo, 317, 365
Santa Clara Pueblo, 325-228, 330,
347-48
Santa Cruz de la Cafiada, NM, 324
Santa Fe, NM, 135-155, 159
Santa Fe Copper Company, 37879
Santa Fe grant, 151
Santa Fe New Mexican, 14, 1718,29,146
Santiago, Mark, The Red Captain: The Life of Hugo
o 'Conor, Commandant
Inspector of New Spain,
reviewed, 83-84
Santo Domingo Pueblo, 307, 311,
314,325,329,348,350,353,
364,378,380
Scamehorn, Lee, Albert Eugene
Reynolds: Colorado's Mining
King, reviewed, 287-88
Schaafsma, Polly, Rock Art in
New Mexico, reviewed, 98
Schimmel, Julie, and Robert R.
White, Bert Geer Phillips
and the Taos Art Colony,
reviewed, 199
Schlatter, Evelyn A., reviews
Rock Art in New Mexico, by
Polly Schaafsma, 98
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Seeking Pleasure in the Old
West, by David Dary, reviewed, 284-85
Seligman, Arthur, 18, 22n, 140-41
Seligman, Bernhard, 10, 18-19,
24n
Sepulveda, Juan Gines de, 305,
316,331
Sessions, Gene A., and Donald R.
Moorman, Camp Floyd and
the Mormons: The Utah War,
reviewed,75-76
Sheridan, Thomas E., Arizona: A
History, reviewed, 211-12
Shetler, Jan Bender, "Of Boundary Shifters and Disappearing
Tribes: Reverberation
between East Africa and the
American Southwest," 25767
Smith, Duane A., reviews Albert
Eugene Reynolds:
Colorado's Mining King, by
Lee Scamehorn, 287-88
Smith, F. Todd, The Caddo
Indians: Tribes at the Convergence of Empires, 15421854, reviewed, 203-04
Smith, Robert E., and Sybil
Downing, Tom Patterson:
Colorado Crusader For
Change, reviewed, 202
Smith, Toby, Coal Town: The Life
and Times of Dawson, New
Mexico, reviewed, 99
Sol White's History of Colored
Baseball, by Sol White,
reviewed, 209-10
Soul in the Stone: Cemetery Art
From America's Heartland,
by John Gary Brown, reviewed, 91-92
Spanish-Indian Relations, 305-40
Spiegelberg, Lehman, 5,10
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Springer, Frank, 139-40
Staab, Abraham, 5, 12, 17
Stern, Fritz, 3, 19, 20n
Stern, Steve, 264-65
Stewart, Kenneth L., and Arnoldo
De Le6n, Not Enough Room:
Mexicans, Anglos, and
Socioeconomic Change in
Texas, 1850-1900, reviewed,
193
Stewart, Rick, Charles M.
Russell, Sculptor, reviewed,
195-96
Strock, Glen, 319, 329
Stubbs, Albert, 58, 64
Sullivan, Dean A., ed., Early
Innings: A Documentary
History of Baseball, 18251908, reviewed, 283
Szabo, Joyce M., reviews Modern
by Tradition: American
Indian Painting in the
Studio Style, by Bruce
Bernstein and W. Jackson
Rushing, 406
Szasz, Ferenc M., and Patrick
Nagatani, "Constricted
Landscapes: The JapaneseAmerican Concentration
Camps, A Photographic
Essay," 157-87
Tafoya, Felipe, 307,320-21,323,
325,331,333
Taos Pueblo, 347-48
Tapp, James E., Reviews Sol
White's History ofColored
Baseball, by Sol White,
reviewed, 209-10
Tarrago, Rafael E., The Pageant
of Ibero-American Civilization: An Introduction to its
Cultural History, reviewed,
395
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Tata: A Voice from the Rio
Puerco, edited by Nasario
Garcia, reviewed, 87-88
Taylor, John, Bloody Valverde: A
Civil War Battle on the Rio
Grande, February 21, 1862,
reviewed, 401
Tecolote, NM, 368
Tejanos and Texas Under the
Mexican Flag,· 1821-1836,
by Andres Tijerina, reviewed,
84-85
Tej6n, NM, 368,373
Tejon grant, 361, 373-74, 376-78,
381
Tenorio de Alba, Miguel, 312,
336n
Terrazas, Luis, 240, 246-47
Tesuque Pueblo, 347-48
Texas, 51-73, 238
Texas Iliad: A Military History of
the Texas Revolution, 18351836, by Stephen L. Hardin,
reviewed, 196-97
The Texas Military Experience:
From the Texas Revolution
through World War ll, edited
by Joseph G. Dawson, III,
reviewed,396-97
They Called It Prairie Light: The
Story of Chilocco Indian
School, by K. Tsianina
Lomawaima, reviewed, 81-82
Tigges, Linda, "The Santa Fe
1912 City Plan: A 'City
Beautiful' and City Planning
Document," 135-55
Tight, William G., 113-15,121
Tijerina, Andres, Tejanos and
Texas Under the Mexican
Flag, 1821-1836, reviewed,
84-85
Tipton, William M., 341, 355
Tom Patterson: Colorado Cru-
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sader For Change, by Sybil
Downing and Robert E.
Smith, reviewed, 202
Tong, Benson, Unsubmissive
Women: Chinese Prostitution
in Nineteenth-Century San
Francisco, reviewed, 285-86
Topaz, UT, 159,161,165; photograph,181-83
Torres, Diego, 318, 320
Townsend, David H., reviews
Ruidoso Country, by Frank
Mangan, 210-11
"A Trailof Tangled Titles:
Mining, Land Speculation,
and the Dismemberment of
the San Antonio de las
Huertas Land Grant," By
Suzanne Sims Forrest, 361-93
Treasures on New Mexico Trails:
Discover New Deal Art and
Architecture, edited by
Kathryn A. Flynn, reviewed,
275-76
Trennert, Robert A., reviews
Islands in the Desert: A
History of the Uplands of
Southeastern Arizona, by
John P. Wilson, 288-89
Trials and Triumphs: A Colorado
Portrait ofthe Great Depression, With FSA Photographs,
by Stephen J. Leonard,
reviewed, 212-13
True, Clara, 121, 122, 132n
Truman, Harry S, 30, 32
Twentieth-Century New Mexico,
25-49
University of New Mexico, 105133
"The Unpolitical German in New
Mexico, 1848-1914," by
Tomas Jaehn, 1-24
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Unsubmissive Women: Chinese
Prostitution in NineteenthCentury San Francisco, by
Benson Tong, reviewed, 28586
Upham, Steadman, 258n, 260-63
Urban planning, 135-55
The Urban West: Managing
Growth and Decline, by
James B. Weatherby and
Stephanie L. Witt, reviewed,
90-91
Valdes, Dennis N., reviews Los
Dos Mundos: Rural Mexican
Americans, Another
America, by Richard Baker,
289-90
Vallbona, Rima de, ed., Vida I
Sucesos de la Monja Alferez:
Autobiografia atribuido a
Dona Catalina, reviewed, 292
Vargas, Diego de, 307-10
Varjabedian, Craig, and Michael
Wallis, En Divina Luz: The
Penitente Moradas of New
Mexico, reviewed, 96
Velez Cachupfn, Tomas (Governor),315,317,320-21,32325,328,330,332,338n,364,
367
Vida I Sucesos de la Monja
Alferez: Autobiografia
atribuido a Dona Catalina,
edited by Rima de Vallbona,
reviewed,292
Vierra, Carlos, 140, 144
Vigil, Donaciano, 344, 350, 358n,
363,371
Walker Air Force Base, Roswell,
NM,61-62
Wallace, Andrew, reviewsArizona: A History, by Thomas
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viewed, 204-05
E. Sheridan, 21 1-12
When Indians Became Cowboys:
Wallace, Lew, I I, 108, 130,374
Native Peoples and Cattle
Wallis, Michael, and Craig
Ranching in the American
Varjabedian, En Divina Luz:
West, by Peter Iverson,
The Penitente Moradas of
reviewed, 29 I
New Mexico, reviewed, 96
White, Robert R., and Julie
Warde, Mary Jane, reviews When
Schimmel, Bert Geer Phillips
Indians Became Cowboys:
and the Taos Art Colony,
Native Peoples and Cattle
reviewed, 199
Ranching in the American
White, Sol, Sol White's History of
West, by Peter Iverson, 291
Colored Baseball, reviewed,
Warner, Ted J., ed., and translated
209-10
by fray Angelico Chavez, The
Widenmann, Robert A., II, 23n
Dominguez-Escalante
Journal, reviewed, 201-02
Wild River, Timeless Canyons:
Balduin Mollhausen 's
Warren, Earl (Supreme Court
Justice), 52, 59
Watercolors of the Colorado,
The Way to the West: Essays on
by Ben W. Huseman, rethe Central Plains, by Elliott
viewed, 405-06
. Wilkins, Thurman, John Muir:
West, reviewed, 404-05
Apostle of Nature, reviewed,
Weatherby, James B., and
Stephanie L. Witt, The Urban
276
West: Managing Growth and
Will, Martina E., reviews Vida I
Sucesos de la Monja Alferez:
Decline, reviewed, 90-91
Welch, Robert, 51ff, 69n
Autobiografia atribuida a
Welsh, Michael, "Often out of
Dona Catalina, edited by
Sight, Rarely Out of Mind:
Rima de Vallbona, 292
Race and Ethnicity at the
Williams, Jerry L., reviews Navajo
University of New Mexico,
Country: A Geology and
1890-1927," 105-33; reviews
History of the Four Corners
Trials and Triumphs: A
Region, by Donald L. Baars,
Colorado Portrait of the
293
Great Depression, With FSA
Wilson, John P., Islands in the
Photographs, by Stephen J.
Desert: A History of the
Leonard, 212-13
Uplands of Southeastern
West, Elliott, The Way to the
Arizona, reviewed, 288-89
West: Essays on the Central
Witt, Stephanie L., and James B.
Plains, reviewed, 404-05
Weatherby, The Urban West:
Weatherby, James Rand
Managing Growth and
Stephanie L. Witt, The Urban
Decline, reviewed, 90-91
West: Managing Growth and
Women and Alcohol in a HighDecline, reviewed, 90-91
land Maya Town: Water of
Whaley, Charlotte, Nina OteroHope, Water ofSorrow, by
Christine Eber, reviewed, 400
Warren ofSanta Fe, re-
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Women and Power in Native
North America, edited by
Laura F. Klein and Lillian A.
Ackerman, reviewed, 286-87
Woodbury, Richard B., reviews
Great Excavations: Tales of
Early Southwestern Archaeology, 1888-1939, by
Melinda Elliott, 294
World War 11,28,157-87
Yeager, Gertrude M., ed., Confronting Change, Challenging Tradition: Women in
Latin American History,
reviewed, 80
Yohn, Susan M., A Contest of
Faiths: Missionary Women
and Pluralism in the American Southwest, reviewed,
189-90
Zeh, Frederick, An Immigrant
Soldier in the Mexican War,
edited by William J. Orr and
Robert Ryal Miller, reviewed,
398-99
Zhu, Liping, reviews Coal Town:
The Life and Times of
Dawson, New Mexico, by
Toby Smith, 99; reviews Race
and Labor in Western Copper: The Fight for Equality,
1896-1918, by Philip J.
Mellinger, 407
Zia Pueblo, 342
Zuni (Zufii) Pueblo, 347, 359n
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